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HIGHLIGHTS  OF  THIS  ISSUE 

This  listing  does  not  affect  the  legal  status 
of  any  document  published  in  this  issue.  Detailed 
table  of  contents  appears  inside. 


SCHOOLS — FTC  proposes  advertising  and  refund  require¬ 
ments  for  vocational  and  home  study  courses;  comments 
by  11-15-74  29385 

AFFIRMATIVE  ACTION — Labor  Department  approves 
equal  employment  opportunity  plan  for  Detroit  Board  of 
Education;  appeals  by  9-5-74  .  29446 

OUTER  CONTINENTAL  SHELF— Interior  Department 
announces  availability  of  leasing  maps  for  offshore  oil 
sites  .  29394 

ANTIDUMPING— 

Treasury  Department  announces  tentative  negative 
determination  on  45  r.p.m.  flat  spindle  adapters  from 

the  United  Kingdom .  29391 

Treasury  Department  suggests  modification  or  revoca¬ 
tion  of  finding  on  TV  sets  from  Japan  .  29391 

MOTOR  VEHICLE  SAFETY— 

Transportation  Department  proposes  revised  bumper 

standards;  comments  by  9-16-74 . 29380 

Transportation  Department  amends  exterior  protection 
systems  standards;  effective  3-1-75 .  29369 

MEDICAL  PERSONNEL — HEW  determines  low  income 
levels  for  health  professions  and  nursing  student  loan 
repayment .  29401 

VOCATIONAL  EDUCATION— HEW  regulates  Research. 
Training,  Exemplary,  and  Curriculum  Development  Pro¬ 
grams;  effective  9-14-74  .  . 29361 


(Continued  inside) 


I - 

PART  II: 

FLOOD  (X)NTROL — Corps  of  Engineers  sets  gen¬ 
eral  principles  and  standards  of  benefit  evaluation; 
effective  8-15-74 . . .  29539 

PART  III: 

nSH  AND  WILDLIFE — Interior  Department  gulda- 
Dnes  for  proposals  affecting  navigabla  waters—  2958Z 
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(The  Items  In  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Fedkral  Registeb  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no  legal 
significance.  Smce  this  list  Is  Intended  as  a  reminder.  It  does  not  Include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 

Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 

This  list  Includes  only  rules  that  were  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  after  Octo¬ 
ber  1, 1972. 

page  no. 
and  date 

AUGUST  15,  1974 
FAA: 

Alteration  of  transition  areas,  Potsdam 


and  Ogdensburg,  N.Y .  20479; 

6-11-74 

Alteration  of  control  zone  and  transition 

area  in  Cotulla,  Texas .  20785; 

6-14-74 

Alteration  of  transition  area . 23253; 

6-27-74 


Designation  of  transition  area,  Carters- 

ville,  Ga  .  20479;  6-11-74 

Designation  of  transition  area  in  Laredo, 

Texas .  20786;  6-14-74 

Designation  of  additional  control  area; 
Houston  oceanic  control  boundry. 

22251;  6-21-74 
Designation  of  federal  airways;  altera¬ 


tion  of  transition  area .  23252; 

6-27-74 

Designation  of  transition  area....  23252; 

6-27-74 

Alteration  of  transition  area....  23252; 

6-27-74 


Published  dally,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (49  Stat.  500,  as  amended;  44  U.S.C., 
Ch.  15)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Coirunlttee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
Is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 


The  Federal  Register  provides  a  imlform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  Issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  interest. 


The  Federal  Register  will  be  fiu-nished  by  mail  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $5.00  per  month  or  $45  per  year,  payable 
in  advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  copies  Is  75  cents  for  each  issue,  or  75  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Wai^lngton, 
D.C.  20402. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republlcatlon  of  material  appearing  In  the  Federal  Registbi. 
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COTTON — USDA  proposed  determinations  of  1975  crop 
loan  programs:  comments  by  9-16-74 .  29375 


EPA  sets  temporary  tolerances  (2  documents);  toler¬ 
ances  expire  8-9-75 . .  29418 


SAVINGS  AND  LOAN  ASSOCIATIONS — FHLBB  adopts 
amendments  relating  to  marketable  certificates  (2  docu¬ 
ments);  effective  8-15-74 . .  29340  ' 

DEBENTURES — HUD  amends  interest  rates;  effective 

7-1-74  . 29352 

AIR  QUALITY- 

ERA  proposes  Kansas’  implementation  plan;  comments 

by  9-1^74  .  29380 

EPA  announces  Puerto  Rico’s. withdrawal  of  plan  re¬ 
vision  request . - .  29418 

EPA  approves  Kentucky  plan;  effective  8-15-74  29357 

PESTiaDES;  RAW  AGRICULTURAL  PRODUCTS— 

EPA  establishes  tolerances  (3  documents);  effective 

8- 15-74 . 29359,  29360 

EPA  proposes  tolerances  (2  documents);  comments  by 

9- 16-74  .  29383 


EFFICACY  STUDY — FDA  reclassifies  certain  drugs;  hear¬ 
ing  requests  by  9-16-74  .  29396 

MEETINGS— 

SEC:  Report  Coordinating  Group  (Advisory),  9-6-74  ...  29444 

Postal  Service:  Advisory  Council,  9-6-74 .  29441 

HEW:  Federal  Council  on  the  Aging,  9-9-74 .  29396 

VA:  Voluntary  Service  National  Advisory  Committee, 

10-24  and  10-25-74 .  29446 

Civil  Service  Commission:  Federal  Prevailing  Rate  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee,  9-5,  9-12,  9-19,  and  9-26-74 .  29439 

State  Department:  International  Telegraph  and  Tele¬ 
phone  Consultative  Committee,  Study  Group  1, 

9-17-74  . ' .  29391 

DoD:  Army  and  Air  Force  Exchange  and  Motion  Picture 

Services  Civilian  Advisory  Committee,  9-11-74 .  29392 

Interior  Department:  Oil  Shale  Environmental  Advisory 
Panel,  9-9  and  9-10-74 .  29394 


contents 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  AgrlculturiUi  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice;  Agricultural  Stabilization 
and  Conservation  Service ;  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation; 
Conunodity  Exchange  Author¬ 
ity;  Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion;  Forest  Service;  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 

Rules 

Limitation  of  handling;  Oranges 
(Valencia)  grown  in  Arizona 
and  designated  part  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  _  29339 

AGRICULTURAL  STABILIZATION  AND 
CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Proposed  Rules 

Cotton;  determinations  regarding 
’75  loan  programs -  29375 

AIK  FORCE  DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Meeting:  Army  and  Air  Force  Ex¬ 
change  and  Motion  Picture 
Services  Civilian  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  _  29392 

ARMY  DEPARTMENT 

See  Engineers  Corps. 

ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  FOR  HOUSING 
PRODUCTION  AND  MORTGAGE  CREDIT 
OFFICE 

Rules 

Mortgage  insurance: 

Debenture  interest  rates _  29352 

Multifamily  previous  participa¬ 
tion  review  and  clearance.—.  29351 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Commonwealth  Edison  Co., 

et  al _  29402 

Consumers  Power  Co _  29403 

Uranium  Enrichment  Services 

Contracts _ 29405 

Yankee  Atomic  Power  Co _  29405 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Rules 

Military  transportation:  reason¬ 
able  level  of  compensation;  cor¬ 
rection  _  29345 

Travel  group  charters;  modifica¬ 
tion  of  requirements _  29345 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc.  (2  doc- 

vunents) _  29406-29415 

Hughes  Air  Corp _  29416 

International  Air  Transport  As¬ 
sociation  -  29417 

Increased  fuel  costs;  adopted 
agreement;  correction _  29417 

COAST  GUARD 
Rules 

Seciu-lty  zone ;  Port  Valdez,  Valdez, 
Alaska  _ 29354 

Notices 

Meeting;  formulation  of  standards 
for  boat  fuel  and  electrical  sys¬ 
tems  - —  29401 

Registration: 

S  &  E  Shipping  Corp _  29402 

Seabulk  Tankers  Ltd _  29402 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Maritime  Administration. 


COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 

Proposed  Rules 

Cotton;  determinations  regarding 
’75  loan  programs _  29375 

COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AUTHORITY 

Rules 

Commodity  Exchange  Act;  regis¬ 
tration  required  of  futures  com¬ 
mission  merchants;  correction.  29351 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Air  Force  Department:  Army 
Department. 

EDUCATION  OFFICE 

Rules 

Vocational  education;  research 
and  training,  exemplary,  and 
curriculum  development  pro¬ 
grams  _  29361 

ENGINEERS  CORPS 

Rules 

Flood  control  and  water  resource 
planning;  standards  of  benefit 
evaluation _  29540 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Rules 

Implementation  plans;  Kentucky; 


approval  _  29357 

Pesticide  programs: 

Alachlor _  29359 

Benomyl  _  29360 

0,0-Diethyl  0-[4-(Methylsul- 
finyl)  Phenyl]  Phosphorothl- 
ate  _  29360 


{Continued  on  next  page) 
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CONTENTS 


Proposed  Rules 

Implementation  plans;  Kansas; 

compliance  schedules - 29380 

Pesticide  chemicals: 

Captafol _  29383 

Polyoxyethylated  primary  fatty 
amine _  29383 

Notices 

Ecology  Advisory  Committee;  cer¬ 
tification  to  establish -  29419 

Implementation  plans: 

Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico.  29418 

Pesticide  chemicals: 

Amchem  Products,  Inc _  29417 

American  Cyanamid  Co _  29417 

Basf  Wyandotte  Corp _  29418 

Cloverland  Products _  29418 

Elanco  Products  Co _  29418 

Mirex  _  29419 

Rohm  and  Haas  Co _  29418 

FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

South  Dakota;  designation  emer¬ 
gency  areas _  29395 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 


Rules 

Certification: 

Land  airports  serving  cab-cer¬ 
tificated  air  carriers _  29342 

Scheduled  air  carriers  with  heli¬ 
copters  _  29341 

Colored  airways,  controlled  air¬ 
space,  reporting  point  and  jet 

route;  correction _  29341 

Control  zone  (3  documents) _ 29340, 

29341 


Proposed  Rules 

Transition  areas  (3  documents)  29379 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  > 
COMMISSION 

Rules 

Civil  air  patrol;  filing  fees  for 
emergency  position  indicating 
radio-beacon  authorizations 


and  applications _  29365 

Commercial  radio  operators;  cor¬ 
rection  _  29369 

Land  mobile/UHP-TV  sharing; 

Texas  and  Florida _  29365 

Medical  Communications  Serv¬ 
ices;  correction _  29369 

Point-to-point  microwave  radio 
service  applications;  policies 
and  procedures;  correction _  29369 

Proposed  Rules 

Prime  time  access  rule;  operation 
and  possible  changes _  29384 


Notices 

Domestic  public  radio  services 
applications  accepted  for  filing.  29419 

FEDERAL  COUNCIL  ON  THE  AGING 
Notices 

Meetings;  Committee  on  Aging 
Research  and  Manpower _  29396 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 
Rules 

Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insur¬ 
ance  Corporation;  marketable 


fixed-rate,  fixed-term  ac¬ 
counts  _  29340 


Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Sys¬ 
tem;  marketable  certificates  of 
deposit _  29339 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

Notices 

Agreement  filed : 

Board  of  Commissioners  of  the 
Port  of  New  Orleans,  Con¬ 
tainer  Lift  International,  Inc. 
and  Hibernia  National  Bank 
of  New  Orleans -  29421 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

Proposed  Rules 

Natural  gas;  optional  procedure 
for  certification  of  new  pro¬ 
ducer  sales _  29384 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Arizona  Public  Service  Co -  29426 

Central  Hudson  Gas  &  Electric 

Corp.,  et  al _  29427 

Certificates;  abandonment  of 

service  and  petitions _  29421 

Connecticut  Light  and  Power 

Co _  29427 

Consumers  Power  Co _ ^  29427 

Duke  Power  Co _  29427 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co _  29428 

Florida  Gas  Transmission  Co__  29429 
Gulf  Energy  and  Development 

Corp _  29429 

Holyoke  Water  and  Power  Co. 
and  Holyoke  Power  and  Elec¬ 
tric  Co _  29429 

Interstate  Transmission  Asso¬ 
ciates  _  29431 

Iowa  Public  Service  Co _  29433 

Jurisdictional  sales  of  natural 

gas  (2  documents) _  29423-29426 

Marathon  Oil  Co.  and  Phillips 
Petroleum  Co.  (2  documents)  _  29433 
Michlgan-Wisconsin  Pipe  Line 

Co - 29434 

Minnesota  Power  &  Light  Co _  29436 

Natural  gas  sales;  reasonable 

rates _ '29436 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corp _  29437 

Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corp _  29436 

Oklahoma  Gas  and  Electric  Co.  29437 
South  Carolina  Electric  &  Qas 

Co . 29438 

Southern  California  Edison  Co.  29438 

Sun  Oil  Co.  et  al _  29439 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co____  29439 
Wisconsin  Electric  Power  Co. 
and  Wisconsin  Michigan 

Power  Co _  29439 

National  Power  Survey  Technical 
Advisory  Committee  on  Conser¬ 
vation  of  Energy;  additional 
member _  29436 

FEDERAL  PREVAILING  RATE  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Notices 

Meeting _  29439 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
Proposed  Rules 

Proprietary  vocational  and  home 
study  schools;  public  hearing 
and  inquiry _  29385 


FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 
Rules 

Hunting: 

National  Wildlife  Refuges  in 

certain  states _  29370 

Valentine  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Nebraska  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  29371 

Notices 

Guidelines  for  review  of  fish  and 
wildlife  aspects  of  proposals  in 
or  affecting  navigable  waters; 
proposed  adoption _  29552 

FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Drug  efficacy  study  implementa¬ 
tion: 

Chlorzoxazone _  29398 

Metaxalone  tablets _  29396 

Sanoma  et  al _  29399 

FOREST  SERVICE 
Notices 

Environmental  statements: 

Libby  Face  Planning  Unit _  29395 

North  River  Unit _  29396 

Ward-Eagle  Planning  Unit _  29395 

GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 
Notices 

Regulatory  reports  review;  re¬ 
ceipt  of  proposals _  29439 


GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Automatic  data  processing;  man¬ 
agement,  acquisition,  and  utili¬ 
zation  _  29355 

Notices 

Authority  delegation;  Secretary 
of  the  Interior _  29440 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

,See  also  Education  Office;  Federal 
Council  on  the  Aging;  Food  and 
Drug  Administration;  Public 
Health  Service. 

Rules 

Availability  of  information;  cor¬ 
rection  _  29361 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See  Assistant  Secretary  for  Hous¬ 
ing  Production  and  Mortgage 
Credit  Office;  Interstate  Land 
Sales  Registration  Office. 

INDIAN  AFFAIRS  BUREAU 

Proposed  Rules 

San  Carlos  Indian  Irrigation 
Project  Arizona;  revision  and 
rates _  29372 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service; 

Indian  Affairs  Bureau;  Land 
Management  Bureau;  Mining 
Enforcement  and  Safety  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

Rules 

Personal  property;  utilisation  of 


excess _  29361 

Use  of  commercial  forms  and  pro¬ 
cedures  for  small  shipments...  29361 
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Notices 

Meeting:  Oil  Shale  Environmental 

Advisoi’y  Panel _  29394 

Use  of  Steel  Shot  for  Hunting 
Waterfowl  in  the  U.S.;  avail¬ 
ability  of  draft  environmental 
statements;  correction -  29395 

INTERNAL  REVENUE  SERVICE 

Rules 

Procedure  and  administration;  in¬ 
nocent  spouses;  correction _  29353 


MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET  OFFICE 


Notices 

Clearance  of  reports;  list  of  re¬ 
quests  _  29440 

MARITIME  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Construction  of  bulk  lumber  car¬ 
riers;  notice  of  intent _  29396 


MINING  ENFORCEMENT  AND  SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 


Associate  Administrator  for  Pro¬ 
curement  _  29444 

Conflict  of  interest  transaction; 

Metropolitan  Capital  Corp _  29445 

License  issuance;  Venture  Capital 

Corp.  of  New  Mexico _  29445 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
Proposed  Rules 

Land  rights,  water  rights,  and  con¬ 
struction  permits _  29376 


Notices 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 


Notices 

Hearing  assignments _  29448 

Nationwide  increase  in  freight 
rates  and  charges; 'reporting 

requirements  _  29447' 

Motor  carriers: 

Applications  and  certain  other 

proceedings  (2  documents)  __  29448 
Irregular  route  property  car¬ 


riers;  elimination  of  gateway 
letter  notices _  29449 

INTERSTATE  LAND  SALES 
REGISTRATION  OFFICE 

Notices 

Hearings: 

Lake  Lucie  Estates,  Inc.,  et  al-_  29401 

LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Wage  and  Hour  Division. 

Notices 

Detroit  Board  of  Education  Af¬ 
firmative  Action  Plan;  approval 
and  opportunity  for  appeal _  29446 

UND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 

Notices 

Alaska;  filing  of  plat  of  survey--  29392 

California;  proposed  withdrawal 
and  reservation  of  minerals _  29392 

King  Ranch  Management  Pro¬ 
gram;  availability  of  environ¬ 
mental  statement _  29394 

New  Mexico;  pipeline  applications 
(3  documents) _  29392,  29393 

New  Mexico;  proposed  withdrawal 
and  reservation  of  lands _  29393 

Outer  Continental  Shelf  Official 
Leasing  Maps — Gulf  of  Mexico; 
availability  _  29394 


Rules 

Civil  penalties:  revision  and  rein¬ 
statement  of  procedures  for  in¬ 
formal  assessment;  correction-  29354 

NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAFFIC  SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Federal  motor  vehicle  safety 
standards;  exterior  protection 
systems  _  29369 

Proposed  Rules 

Biunper;  motor  vehicle  damage 
standard  _  29380 

POSTAL  SERVICE 

Notices 

Meeting:  Postal  Service  Advisory 
Council _  29441 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 

Notices 

Health  professions  and  nursing 
student  loans;  determination  of 
“low-income  levels” _  29401 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 

-  COMMISSION 


Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Acme  International  Corp _  29441 

Middle  South  Utilities,  Inc.  et 

al _ 29442 

Olympian  Fund,  Inc _  29443 

Westgate  California  Corp _  29444 

Meeting;  SEC  Report  Coordinat¬ 
ing  Group  (Advisory) _  29444 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Authority  delegations: 

Assistant  Administrator  for 
Management  Assistance _  29445 


Pine  Creek  Watershed,  Texas; 

negative  declaration _  29396 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Meeting;  Study  Group  1  of  the 
U.S.  National  Committee  for  the 
International  Telegraph  and 
Telephone  Consultative  Com¬ 


mittee  (CCITT) _  29391 

TARIFF  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Determination  investigation;  Get¬ 
tysburg  Shoe  Co _  29446 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 


See  Coast  Guard;  Federal  Aviation 
Administration;  National  High¬ 
way  Traffic  Safety  Administra¬ 
tion. 


TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Internal  Revenue  Service. 

Notices 

Antidumping: 

Spindle  adapters  from  United 

Kingdom _  29391 

T.V.  receiving  sets,  monochrome 
and  color,  from  Japan _  29391 


VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Meeting;  Veterans  Administration 
Volimtary  Service  National  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee _  29446 

WAGE  AND  HOUR  DIVISION 
Rules 

Virgin  Islands;  wage  order  and  in¬ 
creases  in  wage  rates _  29353 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
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Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES.  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

(Valencia  Orange  Regulation  478] 

PART  908— VALENCIA  ORANGES  GROWN 
IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIGNATED  PART 
OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
Califomia-Arizona  Valencia  oranges 
that  may  be  shipped  to  fresh  market 
during  the  weekly  regulation  period  Au¬ 
gust  16-22,  1974.  It  is  issued  pursuant  to 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended,  and  Market¬ 
ing  Order  No.  908.  The  quantity  of 
Valencia  oranges  so  fixed  was  arrived  at 
after  consideration  of  the  total  avail¬ 
able  supply  of  Valencia  oranges,  the 
quantity  of  Valencia  oranges  currently 
available  for  market,  the  fresh  market 
demand  for  Valencia  oranges,  Valencia 
orange  prices,  and  the  relationship  of 
season  average  returns  to  the  parity 
price  for  Valencia  oranges. 

§  908.778  Valeiiria  Orange  Regulation 
478. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  908,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
908) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  desig¬ 
nated  part  of  California,  effective  imder 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-074) ,  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  and 
Information  submitted  by  the  Valencia 
Orange  Administrative  Committee,  es¬ 
tablished  imder  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
found  that  the  limitation  of  handling  of 
such  Valencia  oranges,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  regulation  to 
limit  the  respective  quantities  of  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  that  may  be  marketed  from 
District  1,  District  2,  and  District  3  dur¬ 
ing  the  ensuing  week  stems  from  the  pro¬ 
duction  and  marketing  situation  con¬ 
fronting  the  Valencia  orange  industry. 

(i)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantities  of  Valencia  oranges  that 
should  be  marketed  during  the  next  suc¬ 
ceeding  week.  Such  recommendation, 
designed  to  provide  equity  of  marketing 
opportunity  to  handlers  in  all  districts. 


resulted  from  consideration  of  the  fac¬ 
tors  enumerated  in  the  order.  The  com¬ 
mittee  further  reports  that  the.  fresh 
market  demand  for  Valencia  oranges 
continues  to  be  generally  slow.  Prices 
f.o.b.  averaged  $3.69  per  carton  on  a  re¬ 
ported  sales  volume  of  606  carlots  last 
week,  compared  with  an  average  f.o.b. 
price  of  $3.64  per  carton  and  sales  of 
626  carlots  a  week  earlier.  Track  and 
rolling  supplies  at  346  cars  were  down  17 
cars  from  last  week. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  Information  submitted 
by  the  committee,  and  other  available 
information,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the 
respective  quantities  of  Valencia  oranges 
which  may  be  handled  should  be  fixed 
as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  nikice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
regulation  imtil  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  553)  because  the  time  interven¬ 
ing  between  the  date  when  information 
uptKi  which  this  regulation  is  based  be¬ 
came  available  and  the  time  when  this 
regulation  must  become  effective  in  order 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act  is  insufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time 
is  permitted,  under  the  circumstances, 
for  preparation  for  such  effective  time; 
and  good  cause  exists  for  making  the 
provisions  hereof  effective  as  herein¬ 
after  set  forth.  The  committee  held  an 
open  meeting  during  the  current  week, 
after  giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  con¬ 
sider  supply  and  market  conditions  for 
Valencia  oranges  and  the  need  for  reg¬ 
ulation;  interested  persons  were  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  submit  information 
and  views  at  this  meeting;  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  supporting  information 
for  regulation  during  the  period  specified 
herein  were  promptly  submitted  to  the 
Department  after  such  meeting  was  held; 
the  provisions  of  this  regulation,  includ¬ 
ing  its  effective  time,  are  identical  with 
the  aforesaid  recommendation  of  the 
cwnmittee,  and  information  concerning 
such  provisions  and  effective  time  has 
been  disseminated  among  handlers  of 
such  Valencia  oranges;  it  is  necessary, 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act,  to  make  this  regulation  ef¬ 
fective  during  the  period  herein  speci¬ 
fied;  and  compliance  with  this  regula¬ 
tion  will  not  require  any  s^iecial  prep¬ 
aration  on  the  part  of  persons  subject 
hereto  which  cannot  be  completed  on 
or  before  the  effective  date  hereof.  Such 
cwnmittee  meeting  was  held  on  Au¬ 
gust  13,  1974. 


(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quanti¬ 
ties  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in  Ai-izona 
and  designated  part  of  California  which 
may  be  handletd  during  the  period  Au¬ 
gust  16,  1974  through  August  22,  1974, 
are  her^y  fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  344,000  cartons; 

(ii)  District  2  :  281,000  cartons; 

(Ul)  District;  Unlimited  movement. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled”, 
“District  1”,  “District  2”,  “District  3", 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order.. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended  (7 
US.C.  601-674) ) 

Dated:  August  14, 1974. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division.  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

(FR  Doc.74-19010  Filed  8-14-74;2:03  pm] 


Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHAPTER  V— FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN 
BANK  BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER  C— FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND 
LOAN  SYSTEM 

[No.  74-779] 

PART  545— OPERATIONS 
Marketable  Certificates  of  Deposit 

August  7, 1974. 

By  Resolution  No.  74-541,  dated  June 
12, 1974,  effective  June  20, 1974,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  June 
20,  1974  (39  FR  22134)  and  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board  amended  Part 
545  of  the  rules  and  regulations  for  the 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  System  (12 
CFR  Part  545)  by  adding  thereto  a  new 
§  545.1-5  (12  CFR  545.1-5)  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  authorizing  deposit-type  Federal 
savings  and  loan  associations  to  issue 
certain  marketable  certificates  of  deposit. 
The  Board  considers  it  desirable  to 
amend  said  S  545.1-5  by  adding  a  sen¬ 
tence  at  the  end  of  paragraph  (j)  thereof 
to  make  it  clear  that  a  Federal  associa¬ 
tion  may  not  issue  or  continue  to  issue  a 
form  of  such  marketable  certificate 
which  has  been  disapproved  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corpo¬ 
ration.  Accordingly,  the  Board  hereby 
amends  paragraph  (j)  of  said  §  545.1-5 
to  read  as  set  forth  below,  effective  Au¬ 
gust  15, 1974: 

Since  affording  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  on  the  above  amendment  would 
delay  the  amendment  from  becoming 
effective  for  a  period  of  time  and  since 
it  is  tn  the  public  Interest  that  the 
amendment  become  effective  without 
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such  delay,  the  Board  hereby  finds  that 
notice  and  public  procedure  thereon  are 
contrary  to  the  public  Interest  under  the 
provisions  of  12  CFR  508.11  and  5  U.S.C. 
553(b):  and,  for  the  same  reason,  the 
Board  also  finds  that  publication  of  such 
amendment  for  the  30-day  period  speci¬ 
fied  in  12  CFR  508.14  and  5  U.S.C.  553 
(d)  prior  to  the  effective  date  thereof 
would  likewise  be  contrary  to  the  public 
interest;  and  the  Board  hereby  provides 
that  the  amendment  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  as  hereinbefore  set  forth. 

§  34.1.1—5  Marketable  eerlifieates  of  de- 
pu>it. 

•  4  •  •  • 

(j)  Filing.  Prior  to  issuing  a  certificate 
under  this  section,  an  association  shall 
file  with  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Insurance  Corporation  a  copy  of  the  form 
of  certificate  which  it  proposes  to  issue, 
together  with  an  opinion  of  its  legal  coun¬ 
sel  that  the  form  of  the  certificate  com¬ 
plies  with  the  requirements  of  applicable 
law  and  regulations  and  the  association’s 
charter.  Such  filing  shall  be  made  by 
delivering  a  copy  of  such  form  and  opin¬ 
ion  to  a  Supervisory  Agent  (the  President 
or  any  other  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  of  the  district 
In  which  the  home  office  of  the  associa¬ 
tion  is  located  who  is  designated  as  an 
agent  of  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Insurance  Corporation  by  or  under 
§  501.10  or  §  501.11  of  this  chapter)  and 
an  additional  copy  to  the  Director,  Office 
of  Industry  Development,  320  First 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20552. 
The  association  shall  refrain  from  Issuing 
such  certificate  for  the  shorter  period  of 
30  days  from  the  date  such  form  was  filed 
with  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  In¬ 
surance  Corporation  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  this  paragraph  (j)  or 
the  date  such  association  receives  ap¬ 
propriate  written  advice  that  such 
Corporation  has  no  objection  to  the  use 
of  such  form  by  such  association.  The 
association  shall  not  issue,  or  continue  to 
Issue,  under  this  section,  any  form  of 
certificate  as  to  which  form  such  Cor¬ 
poration  has  advised  such  institution  in 
writing  that  such  Corporation  objects  to 
the  use  of  such  form  of  certificate. 

(Sec.  6,  48  Stat.  132,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C. 
1464).  Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1947,  12  FR  4981, 
S  CFR.  1943-48  Comp.,  p.  1071) 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 

[seal]  Grenville  L.  Millard,  Jr. 

Assistant  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.74-18779  Filed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  D— FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND 
LOAN  INSURANCE  CORPORATION 
[No.  74-780] 

PART  563— OPERATIONS 

PART  564— SETTLEMENT  OF 
INSURANCE 

Marketable  Fixed-Rate,  Fixed-Term 
Accounts 

August  7,  1974. 

By  Resolution  No.  74-542,  dated 
June  12, 1974,  effective  June  20, 1974,  and 


published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  20,  1974  (39  FR  22137),  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board  amended  Parts 
563  and  564  of  the  rules  and  regulations 
for  Insurance  of  Accoimts  (12  CFR  Parts 
563,  564)  for  the  purpose  of  approving 
the  issuance  of  certain  marketable  fixed- 
rate,  fixed-tei-m  accounts  by  State-char¬ 
tered  insured  institutions  which  are  au¬ 
thorized  to  do  so  imder  State  law  and  for 
the  purpose  of  making  certain  changes 
relating  to  settlement  of  insurance  as  to 
such  accounts  in  the  event  of  default  of 
an  insured  institution.  The  Board  con¬ 
siders  it  desirable  to  further  amend  said 
Parts  563  and  564  by: 

1.  Correcting  a  typographical  error  in 
§  563.3-3(d)  (1)  of  said  Part  563  by 
changing  the  phrase  “inclusive  or  dis¬ 
count”  to  read  “inclusive  of  discount”; 

2.  Adding  a  new  sentence  at  the  end  of 
§  563.3-3  (h)  of  said  Part  563  to  make 
it  clear  that  an  insured  institution  may 
not  issue  or  continue  to  issue  a  form  of 
marketable  certificate  which  has  been 
disapproved  by  the  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  Insurance  Corporation:  and 

3.  Adding  a  new  sentence  at  the  end 
of  §  564.9(b)  of  said  Part  564,  excepting 
from  the  signature-card  and  withdrawal- 
rights  provisions  of  said  §  564.9(b)  any 
marketable  certificate  issued  under 
§  545.1-5  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
for  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Sys¬ 
tem  (12  CFR  545.1-5)  or  §  563.3-3  of  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  for  Insurance  of 
Accounts  (12  CFR  563.3-3). 

Accordingly,  the  Board  hereby  amends 
said  §§  563.3-3(d)(l),  563.3-3(h)  and 
564.9(b)  to  read  as  set  forth  below,  ef¬ 
fective  August  15,  1974. 

Since  affording  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  on  the  above  amendments  would 
delay  the  amendments  from  becoming 
effective  for  a  period  of  time  and  since 
it  is  in  the  public  interest  that  the 
amendments  become  effective  without 
such  delay,  the  Board  hereby  finds  that 
notice  and  public  procedure  thereon  are 
contrary  to  the  public  Interest  under  the 
provisions  of  12  CFR  508.11  and  5  U.S.C. 
553(b) ;  and,  for  the  same  reason,  the 
Board  also  finds  that  publication  of  such 
amendments  for  the  30-day  period  speci¬ 
fied  in  12  CFR  508.14  and  5  U.S.C.  553(d) 
prior  to  the  effective  date  thereof  would 
likewise  be  contrary  to  the  public  inter¬ 
est;  and  the  Board  hereby  provides  that 
the  amendments  shall  become  effective 
as  hereinbefore  set  forth. 

§  563.3—3  Marketable  fixed-rate,  fixed- 
term  uccounts. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(d)  Limitations.  In  acting  under  the 
approval  granted  by  this  section,  an  in¬ 
sured  institution  shall  not  issue  any  cer¬ 
tificate. 

(1)  with  a  face  amount  (inclusive  of 
discoimt,  whether  or  not  arrived  at  in 
whole  or  part  by  add-on  calculation)  of 
less  than  $100,000; 

*  •  *  • 

(h)  Filing.  Prior  to  issuing  a  certificate 
under  this  section,  an  insured  institu¬ 
tion  shall  file  with  the  Corporation  a 
copy  of  the  form  of  certificate  which  it 
proposes  to  Issue,  together  with  an  opin¬ 


ion  of  its  legal  counsel  that  the  form  of 
the  certificate  complies  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  applicable  law  and  regulations 
and  (if  the  insured  institution  has  a 
charter)  the  insured  instituton’s  char¬ 
ter.  Such  filing  shall  be  made  by  deliver¬ 
ing  a  copy  of  such  form  and  opinion  to  a 
Supervisory  Agent  (the  President  or  any 
other  officer  or  employee  of  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  of  the  district  in  which 
the  principal  office  of  the  insured  insti¬ 
tution  is  located  who  is  designated  as  an 
agent  of  the  Corporation  by  or  under 
§  501.10  or  §  507.11  of  this  chapter)  and 
an  additional  copy  to  the  Director,  Office 
of  Industry  Development,  320  First 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20552. 
The  insured  institution  shall  refrain 
from  issuing  such  certificate  for  the 
shorter  period  of  30  days  from  the 
date  such  form  was  filed  with  the 
Corporation  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  paragraph  (h)  or 
the  date  such  insured  institution  receives 
appropriate  written  advice  that  the  Cor¬ 
poration  has  no  objection  to  the  use  of 
such  form  by  such  insured  institution. 
An  insured  institution  shall  not  Issue, 
or  continue  to  issue,  under  this  section, 
any  form  of  certificate  as  to  which  form 
such  Corporation  has  advised  such  insti¬ 
tution  in  writing  that  such  Corporation 
objects  to  the  use  of  such  form  of  cer¬ 
tificate. 

•  #  *  ♦  * 

§561.9  Joint  aci'ounis. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(b)  Qiuilifying  joint  accounts.  A  joint 
account  shall  be  deemed  to  exist  for  pur¬ 
pose  of  insurance  of  accounts,  only  if 
each  co-owner  has  personally  executed 
an  account  signature  card  and  possesses 
withdrawal  rights.  The  foregoing  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  paragraph  (b)  shall  not 
be  applicable  with  respect  to  any  ac- 
coimt  evidenced  by  a  certificate  of 
deposit  which  was  issued  pursuant  to 
S  545.1-5  of  this  chapter  or  evidenced  by 
a  certificate  which  was  issued  pursuant 
the  approval  granted  by  §  563.3-3  of  this 
chapter. 

•  *  *  •  • 

(Secs.  402,  403,  48  Stat.  1256,  1257,  as  amend¬ 
ed;  (12  U.S.C.  1726,  1726).  Reorg.  Plan  No.  3 
of  1947,  12  FR  4981,  3  CFR,  1943-48  Comp., 
p.  1071) 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[seal]  Grenville  L.  Millard,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18780  FUed  8-14-74:8:46  am] 

Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-NW-lO] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 
On  May  15,  1974,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  In  the  Fed- 
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ERAL  Register  (39  FR  17336),  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA)  was  considering  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  that  would  alter  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the.  Hillsboro,  Oregon  Control 
Zone. 

Interested  persons  were  given  thirty 
days  in  which  fo  submit  written  data, 
views  or  argiunents.  No  objections  were 
received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
amendment  Is  hereby  adopted  without 
change. 

Effective  Date:  This  amendment  shall 
be  effective  0901  G.m.t.  October  10,  1974. 
(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1968,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)),  and 
of  sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transpor¬ 
tation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(C)).) 

Issued  In  Seattle,  Washington  on  Au¬ 
gust  5,  1974, 

C,  B.  Walk,  Jr., 
Director,  Northwest  Region. 

In  5  71.171  (39  FR  354)  the  description 
of  the  Astoria,  Oregon,  Control  Zone 
would  be  amended  to  read: 

Astoria,  Oreg.  • 

Within  a  6-mile  radius  of  Clatsop  County 
Airport,  Astoria,  Oreg.  (Latitude  46°09’25'' 
N.,  Longitude  123'’62'38''  W.),  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Astoria  VOR  268°  radial, 
extending 'from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  8 
miles  W  of  the  VOR,  and  within  4,6  miles 
each  side  of  the  Astoria  VOR  309°  radial, 
extending  from  the  6-mlle  radius  zone  to  16 
miles  NW  of  the  VOR. 

(PR  Doc.74-18748  FUed  8-14-74; 8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-NW-12] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

On  Jime  25,  1974,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (39  FR  22965)  stating  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  was 
considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  the  description  of  the  Astoria 
Oregon  control  zone. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
in  which  to  submit  written  data,  views  or 
arguments.  No  objections  were  received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
amendment  is  hereby  adopted  without 
change. 

Effective  Date:  This  amendment  shall 
be  effective  0901  G.m.t.  October  10,  1974. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1968,  as  amended  (49  n.S.C.  1348(a)),  and 
of  sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transpor¬ 
tation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1665(c))) 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Washington,  on  Au¬ 
gust  5,  1974. 

C.  B.  Walk,  Jr., 
Director,  Northwest  Region. 

(FR  Doc.74-18747  Piled  8-14-74:8:46  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-EA-37] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

On  page  20500  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  June  11,  1974,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  proposed  rule 
which  would  alter  the  Hot  Springs,  Va., 
Control  Zone  (39  FR  390) . 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
after  publication  in  which  to  submit 
written  data  or  views.  No  objections  to 
the  proposed  regulations  have  been  re¬ 
ceived. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulation  is  hereby  adopted,  effective 
0901  G.m.t.  October  10,  1974, 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1968,  72  Stat.  749;  (49  U.S.C.  1348) ,  and  sec. 
6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transportation 
Act  (49  U.S.C.  1666(C)  )  ) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  July  31, 
1974, 

Robert  H,  Stanton, 
Director,  Eastern  Region. 

1.  Amend  §  71,171  of  Part  71,  Federal 
Aviation  regulations  so  as  to  alter  the 
description  of  the  Hot  Springs,  Va,  Con¬ 
trol  Zone  by  deleting  the  last  sentence 
and  by  substituting  in  lieu  therefor: 
“This  control  Zone  is  effective  during  the 
specific  days  and  times  established  in  ad¬ 
vance  by  a  Notice  to  Airmen.  The  effec¬ 
tive  times  will  thereafter  be  published  in 
the  Airman’s  Information  Manual.’’. 

[FR  Doc.74-18745  Filed  8-14-74;8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-AL-9  ] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

PART  75— ESTABLISHMENT  OF  JET 
ROUTES  AND  AREA  HIGH  ROUTES 

Amendment  to  Control  Zone  and  Jet  Route 

On  June  12,  1974,  FR  Doc.  74-13377 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(39  FR  20586)  (amended  39  FR  26718) 
effective  September  12,  1974.  This  docu¬ 
ment  amended  Parts  71  and  75  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations,  in  part, 
by  changing  Yakutat,  Alaska,  RR  to 
Ocean  Cape,  Alaska,  RBN  in  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  B-79  airway  and  the  Harbor  Point 
INT  reporting  point. 

An  amendment  to  the  description  of 
Blue  79  airway  to  reflect  the  change  from 
Yakutat  RR  to  Ocean  Cape  RBN  inad¬ 
vertently  cited  the  bearing  for  the  south¬ 
west  course  rather  than  the  southeast 
course  of  Yakutat.  Recomputation  of  this 
southeast  bearing  also  indicates  that  the 
bearing  used  in  describing  the  Harbor 
Point  INT  reporting  point  is  139'  rather 
than  140°. 

Since  this  action  merely  corrects  minor 
errors  without  altering  the  location  of 
any  route  or  the  dimension  of  any  air¬ 


space,  it  is  a  minor  matter  on  which  the 
public  would  have  no  particular  desire  to 
comment.  Therefore,  notice  and  public 
procedure  thereon  are  unnecessary;  how¬ 
ever,  as  it  is  essential  that  the  regula¬ 
tion  reflect  the  correct  bearing,  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amendment 
effective  August  15,  1974. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  ef¬ 
fective  August  15,  1974,  FR  Doc.  74-13377 
(39  FR  20586)  is  further  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows. 

In  item  numbered  4  d.  “Ocean  Cape, 
Alaska,  RBN  213'  bearing.’’  is  deleted 
and  “Ocean  Cape,  Alaska,  RBN  139* 
bearing.’’  substituted  therefor. 

In  item  numbered  7  d.  “140t  bearing 
Ocean  Cape,  Alaska,  RBN,’’  is  deleted 
and  “139'  bearing  Ocean  Cape,  Alaska, 
RBN.”  te  deleted  and  “139°  bearing  Ocean 
Cape,  Alaska,  RBN.”  is  substituted  there¬ 
for. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a))  and  sec.  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (4®  U.S.C. 
1655(c)).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  Au¬ 
gust  8, 1974. 

Raymond  M.  McInnis, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.74-18746  FUed  8-14-74;8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  12650,  Arndts.  121-110,  127-32] 

PART  121— CERTIFICATION  AND  OPERA¬ 
TIONS:  DOMESTIC,  FLAG.  AND  SUP¬ 
PLEMENTAL  AIR  CARRIERS  AND  COM- 
.  MERCIAL  OPERATORS  OF  LARGE 
AIRCRAFT 

PART  127— CERTIFICATION  AND  OPER¬ 
ATIONS  OF  SCHEDULED  AIR  CARRIERS 
WITH  HELICOPTERS 

Use  of  Certificated  Land  Airports 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
Parts  121  and  127  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  is  to  require  domestic, 
flag,  and  supplemental  air  carriers  cer¬ 
tificated  under  Part  121,  and  air  carriers 
certificated  under  Part  127,  when  con¬ 
ducting  operations  governed  by  those 
parts,  to  use  only  airports  certificated 
under  Part  139. 

These  amendments  are  based  on  a  no¬ 
tice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (Notice  No. 
73-10)  issued  March  16,  1973,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  28,  1973  (38  FR  8067).  Interested 
persons  have  been  afforded  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  participate  in  the  making  of 
these  amendments  and  due  considera¬ 
tion  has  been  given  to  all  comments  re¬ 
ceived  in  response  to  that  notice. 

Section  121.590  cmrently  requires  do¬ 
mestic  and  flag  air  carriers  operating 
large  aircraft  (other  than  helicopters)  to 
conduct  their  scheduled  operations  into 
regular  airports  certificated  under  Part 
139.  This  requirement  was  consistent  with 
the  applicability  of  Part  139  as  originally 
promulgated.  However,  effective  May  21, 
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1973,  the  PAA  adopted  Amendment  No. 
139-1  (38  PR  9795;  AprU  20,  1973),  and 
broadened  the  applicability  Part  139  to 
prohibit  any  person  from  operating  a 
land  airport  serving  any  CAB-certlfl- 
cated  air  carrier  unless  the  airport  Is 
certificated  under  Part  139. 

As  noted  In  the  preamble  to  Amend¬ 
ment  139-1,  the  PAA  recognized  that  the 
additional  airports  that  are  required  to 
comply  with  Part  139  by  virtue  of 
Amendment  139-1  would  not  be  able  to 
comply  with  all  of  the  requirements  of 
Part  139  before  the  May  21,  1973,  effec¬ 
tive  date.  The  PAA  had  determine  that 
those  airports  were  able  to  conduct  a  safe 
operation,  and  that  provisional  airport 
operating  certificates,  subject  to  such 
terms,  conditions,  and  limitations  as  the 
Administrator  finds  sure  reasonably  nec¬ 
essary  to  assure  safety  In  air  transporta¬ 
tion,  should  be  Issued  to  those  airports 
pending  their  compliance  with  Part  139. 
Accordingly,  a  new  §  139.12  was  added  to 
Part  139  which  provisionally  certificated 
for  a  period  of  45  dairs  airports  and  heli¬ 
ports,  which,  on  May  20,  1973,  were  serv¬ 
ing  CAB-certfficated  air  cairiers  con¬ 
ducting  only  unscheduled  operations  or 
operations  with  small  aircraft  In  order 
that  they  might  continue  to  serve  such 
air  carriers  pending  compliance  with 
Part  139.  Section  139.12  also  provided 
for  the  extension  of  that  certification  to 
May  21, 1974,  upon  the  request  of  the  air¬ 
port  operator  prior  to  July  5,  1973,  and 
compliance  by  the  operator  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  that  section. 

Amendment  139-2  to  Part  139  (38  FR 
17714;  July  3, 1973)  amended  §  139.12  by 
extending  from  July  5, 1973,  to  October  5, 
1973,  the  time  within  which  persons,  who 
on  May  20,  1973,  were  operating  an  air¬ 
port  or  heliport  serving  a  CAB-certlfl- 
cated  air  carrier  conducting  only  un¬ 
scheduled  operations  or  operations  with 
small  aircraft,  might  apply  for  an  exten- 
8l(»i  of  their  airport  operating  certificate, 
and  to  extend  the  time  for  filing  the  re¬ 
ports  required  by  holders  of  these  cer¬ 
tificates.  Amendment  139-3  to  Part  139 
(38  FR  27294;  October  2, 1973)  extended 
the  time  for  ai^llcatlon  and  the  filing 
of  reports  from  October  5,  1973,  to  De¬ 
cember  15,  1973,  for  the  reasons  stated 
therein. 

Amendment  139-4  to  Part  139  (38  PR 
34461;  December  4,  1973)  extended  the 
December  15,  1973,  date  for  application 
and  the  date  for  filing  of  reports  to 
April  2,  1974,  and  Amendment  139-5  (39 
FR  11929;  April  1,  1974)  further  ex- 
t^ded  the  date  for  submitting  the  sched¬ 
ule  for  compliance,  and  extended  the 
certificate  termination  date  to  Decem¬ 
ber  15,  1974. 

Accordingly,  as  explained  in  Notice 
73-10,  the  PAA  considers  It  necessary  in 
the  Interest  of  safety  In  air  transporta¬ 
tion  to  amend  Parts  121  and  127  to  be 
consistent  with  the  safety  objectives  of 
Part  139  and  the  broadening  of  its  appli¬ 
cability  by  Amendment  139-1,  by  requir¬ 
ing  air  carriers  certificated  under  Parts 
121  and  127  to  use  airports  certificated 
under  Part  139.  This  amendment  applies 
to  all  air  carrier  (^lerations  governed  by 
Part  121  regardless  of  the  size  of  the  air¬ 


craft  used  in  the  operation.  It  Is  to  be 
noted  that  charter  operaticms  are  also 
Included  as  they,  too,  are  governed  by 
Part  121. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  in  Notice  73-10,  In  light  of  com¬ 
ments  received,  the  FAA  has  concluded 
that  since  air  taxi  operators  conducting 
operations  under  a  CAB  £q>proved  route 
substitution  agreement  do  not  hold  CAB 
certificate  authority.  It  is  not  aiHJrc^ri- 
ate  to  restrict  those  operations  to  air¬ 
ports  certificated  under  Part  139..  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  that  part  of  the  proposal  is 
not  adopted  In  this  amendment. 

As  adopted  herein,  S  121.590  will  pro¬ 
hibit  a  domestic,  flag,  or  supplemental 
air  carrier,  and  an  air  carrl^  certificated 
under  Part  127,  in  the  conduct  of  op¬ 
erations  governed  by  Part  121,  from  op¬ 
erating  an  aircraft  into  a  land  airport 
In  the  United  States  or  any  territory  or 
possession,  unless  that  airport  Is  cer¬ 
tificated  imder  Part  139. 

It  will  be  noted  that  a  provision  has 
been  added  in  paragraph  (b)  of  §  121.590 
which  clearly  provides  for  the  applicabil¬ 
ity  of  that  section  to  helicopter  and  small 
airplane  operations. 

In  addition,  it  should  be  pointed  out 
that  S  121.590  applies  only  whra  the  pcu*- 
tlcular  operation  of  the  aircraft  Is  gov¬ 
erned  by  Part  121.  That  section  will 
not,  therefore,  require  the  use  of  an  air¬ 
port  certificated  imdCT  Part  139  for  those 
aircraft  operations  that  are  governed  by 
Part  91  rather  than  Part  121,  as  in  the 
case  of  training,  ferry,  and  test  flights. 

As  proposed  and  adopted  herein, 
i  121.590  explicitly  permits  the  designa¬ 
tion  and  use,  as  a  required  alternate  air¬ 
port  for  departure  or  destination,  an  air¬ 
port  that  Is  not  certificated  under  Part 
139.  All  other  airports  to  be  used,  in¬ 
cluding  regular,  provisional,  and  refuel¬ 
ing  airports,  must  be  certificated  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Part  139. 

The  applicability  of  i  121.590  has  been 
changed  from  the  proposal  to  Include  air 
carriers  certificated  under  Part  127  for 
scheduled  helicopter  operatltms,  since 
they  are  governed  by  the  provlslmis  of 
Si  121.3(g)  and  121.5  when  conducting 
charter  flights  ot  other  special  services. 

In  addition,  this  amendment  adds  a 
new  i  127.218  to  Part  127  as  proposed  in 
the  notice. 

These  amendments  are  issued  under 
the  authority  of  sections  313(a) ,  601,  and 
604  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and  1424),  and 
section  6(c)  at  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Parts  121  and  127  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  are  amended,  effective 
September  14,  1974,  as  follows: 

1.  By  amending  i  121.590  of  Part  121 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  121.590  Use  of  ccrtificalcd  land  air¬ 
ports:  Domestic,  flag,  and  supple¬ 
mental  air  rarricrs  certificated  by  the 
C.4B  including  their  (diarter  opera¬ 
tions  and  their  operations  with  smaD 
aircraft. 

(a)  Unless  otherwise  authorized  by 
the  Administrator,  no  domestic,  flag,  or 


supplemental  air  carrier,  or  air*  carrier 
certificated  under  Part  127  of  this  chap¬ 
ter,  and  no  pilot  being  used  by  them  may, 
in  the  conduct  of  operations  governed 
by  this  part,  operate  an  aircraft  Into  a 
land  airport  in  any  State  of  the  United 
States,  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  any 
territory  or  possession  of  the  United 
States,  imless  that  airport  Is  certificated 
under  Part  139  of  this  chapter.  However, 
an  air  carrier  may  designate  and  use 
as  a  required  alternate  airport  for  de¬ 
parture  or  destination  an  airport  that 
is  not  certificated  under  Part  139  of  this 
chapter. 

(b)  Notwithstanding  §S  121.9(a)  and 
121.13(a)  and  (b),  the  provisions  of  this 
section  apply  to  air  carriers  specified 
herein  when  conducting  cg>erations  with 
helicopters  or  small  airplanes. 

2.  By  adding  a  new  §  127.218  to  Sub¬ 
part  N  of  Part  127  to  read  as  follows; 

§  127.218  Uae  of  certificated  heliports: 
scheduled  helicopter  air  carriers. 

Unless  otherwise  authorized  by  the 
Administrator,  no  scheduled  helicopter 
air  carrier  and  no  pilot  being  used  by 
It  may,  in  the  conduct  of  operations 
govern^  by  this  part,  operate  a  heli¬ 
copter  Into  a  heliport  In  any  State  of  the 
United  States,  the  District  of  Coliunbla, 
or  any  territory  or  po6se8sl(Hi  of  the 
United  States,  unless  that  helUx}rt  Is 
certificated  tmder  Part  139  of  this 
chapter. 

Issued  In  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  12. 1974. 

ALEXANDEK  P.  BUTTKRnXLD, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.74-18867  Filed  8-14-74;8:4S  am] 


[Docket  No.  13591.  Arndt.  139-6] 

PART  139— CERTIFICATION  AND  OPERA¬ 
TIONS:  LAND  AIRPORTS  SERVING  CAB- 

CERTinCATED  AIR  CARRIERS 

Limited  Certification  of  Airports  and 
HeNports 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  139  of  the  Fedmd  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  provide  for  the  certification 
and  operation  of  land  airports  and  heli¬ 
ports  serving  CAB-certiflcated  air  car¬ 
riers  conducting  only  unscheduled  oper¬ 
ations  or  operations  with  small  aircraft. 

This  amendment  is  based  on  a  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rule  Making  (Notice  74-15) 
Issued  In  Washington.  D.C.,  on  March  27. 
1974,  and  published  in  the  Fxderai.  Reg¬ 
ister  on  April  1.  1974  (39  FR  11929). 
Interested  pers<ms  have  been  afforded 
an  (H>Portunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  these  amendments,  and  due 
consideration  has  been  given  to  all  com¬ 
ments  received  in  response  to  that  notice. 

Amendment  139-1  was  published  in 
the  Peveral  Register  on  April  20,  1973, 
and  became  effective  May  21,  1973.  The 
purpose  of  the  Amendment  was  to;  (1) 
Broaden  the  scope  of  the  regulation  to 
make  it  applicable  to  all  airports  serving 
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air  carriers  certificated  by  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board;  (2)  provide  for  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  airport  operating  certificates  to 
airport  operators  that  would  be  required 
by  that  amendment  to  comply  with  Part 
139;  and  (3)  provide  separately  certain 
certification  and  operation  rules  for  heli¬ 
ports  that  are  required  by  the  nature  of 
those  airports. 

On  July  4,  1973,  Amendment  139-2  be¬ 
came  effective  and  amended  §  139.12  of 
the  regulation  by  extending  from  July  5, 
1973  to  October  5,  1973,  the  time  within 
which  persons,  who  on  May  20, 1973  were 
operating  an  airport  or  heliport  serving 
CAB-certificated  air  carriers  conducting 
only  rmscheduled  operations  or  opera¬ 
tions  with  small  aircraft,  might  apply 
for  an  extension  of  their  airport  operat¬ 
ing  certificate,  and  to  extend  the  time 
for  filing  the  reports  required  of  holders 
of  these  certificates. 

Amendment  139-3,  effective  October  2, 
1973,  further  extended  the  October  5, 
1973,  date  to  December  15,  1973. 

Amendment  139-4,  effective  December 
15, 1973,  extended  the  December  15, 1973 
date  to  April  2,  1974,  in  order  to  allow 
more  time  for  an  airport  operator  to 
apply  for  an  extension  of  his  provisional 
certificate  and  the  deadline  date  for  ob¬ 
taining  an  airport  operating  certificate 
was  extended  from  May  21,  1974  to  Oc¬ 
tober  15,  1974. 

Section  139.12  of  Part  139  provides  for 
certification  of  airports  and  heliports 
which  on  May  20,  1973  served  CAB-cer- 
tificated  air  carriers  conducting  only 
unscheduled  operations  or  operations 
with  small  aircraft.  Airport  operators 
who  operate  such  airports  and  made  ap¬ 
plication  in  accordance  with  §  139.12 
have  been  issued  “provisional”  airport 
operating  certificates.  Under  Amendment 
139-4  these  certificates  were  effective 
until  October  15,  1974,  after  which  date 
it  was  contemplated  that  certification  of 
this  group  of  airports  would  be  accomp¬ 
lished  in  accordance  with  the  certifica¬ 
tion  and  operating  requirements  gener¬ 
ally  applicable  to  air  carrier  airports 
serving  scheduled  operations  under  Part 
139. 

It  now  appears  that  compliance  with 
the  generally  applicable  certification  and 
operating  requirements  is,  in  many 
cases.  Infeasible  and  impracticable,  and 
that  requiring  full  compliance  with  Part 
139  in  such  cases  would  be  contrary  to 
the  public  interest. 

A  substantial  group  of  airports  now 
serve  CAB-certificated  air  carriers  con¬ 
ducting  only  unscheduled  operations  or 
operations  with  small  aircraft.  This 
group  is  estimated  in  size  to  niunber  345 
airports.  Unscheduled  and  small  air¬ 
craft  operation  at  many  of  these  airports 
is  irregular,  occasional.  Infrequent,  sea¬ 
sonal  or  temporary.  Included  in  such  op¬ 
erations  are  charter  flights,  supplemen¬ 
tal  air  carrier  flights,  and  flights  of 
similar  character  to  construction  sites  or 
recreation  areas  and  the  like. 

The  FAA  considers  that  uniform  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  requirements  of  Part  139 
is  not  feasible  or  practicable  in  many 
such  cases  and  that  provision  should  be 


made  for  certification  of  these  aii*ports 
on  an  individual  basis,  based  on  an  in¬ 
vestigation  of  the  operating  circum¬ 
stances  and  a  subsequent  finding  made 
by  the  Administrator  that  the  particular 
airport  is  properly  and  adequately 
equipped  to  conduct  safe  operations  for 
the  kind  of  air  carrier  operation  to  be 
conducted,  and  that  compliance  with  cer¬ 
tain  other  requirements  of  Part  139  would 
be  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  In  the 
conduct  of  that  investigation  and  in 
making  that  finding,  the  Administrator 
would  review  and  evaluate  airport  char¬ 
acteristics,  facilities,  and  equipment,  in¬ 
cluding;  landing  area  dimensions, 
strength  and  condition;  clearances; 
marking  and  lighting;  Are  fighting  and 
rescue  capability;  wind  direction  indi¬ 
cators;  and  airport  safety  surveillance 
capability.  The  proposal  has  been  revised 
accordingly,  as  noted  below,  by  setting 
forth  an  itemized  listing  of  the  operating 
factors  which  an  applicant  must  include 
in  his  proposed  operating  specifications. 
This  information,  together  with  any  in¬ 
vestigation  that  the  Administrator  deems 
necessary,  will  permit  him  to  determine 
the  extent  to  which  the  airport  is  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  requirements  of  Part 
139,  and  the  extent  to  which  compliance 
with  the  other  requirements  is  not  feasi¬ 
ble  and  that  it  would  be  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  require  such  compli¬ 
ance  if  the  airport  is  otherwise  prc^jerly 
and  adequately  equipped  to  conduct  safe 
operations  for  the  kind  of  air  carrier  op¬ 
erations  to  be  conducted. 

It  is  anticipated  that  in  some  cases  it 
may  be  appropriate  to  issue  the  airport 
operating  certificate  to  tiie  air  carrier. 
In  those  cases  where  the  airport  or  land¬ 
ing  area  is  unattended  and  the  air  car¬ 
rier  operates  at  that  site  imder  a  lease 
or  other  permissive  arrangement,  and  is 
effectively  in  control  of  the  airport  op¬ 
erations,  issuance  of  the  certificate  and 
airport  operations  specifications  to  the 
air  carrier  will  be  considered. 

In  order  to  allow  time  for  receipt  and 
consideration  of  comments  in  response  to 
the  proposal  contained  in  Notice  74-15, 
§  139.12  of  Part  139  was  amended 
(Amendment  139-5  Issued  and  published 
concurrently  with  Notice  74-15)  to  ex¬ 
tend  from  April  2,  1974  to  Augmt  15, 
1974  the  time  within  which  provisional 
airport  operating  certificates  could  be 
extended,  to  extend  the  time  for  sub¬ 
mitting  a  schedule  of  compliance  show¬ 
ing  how  compliance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Part  139  would  be  achieved,  and 
to  extend  the  teimination  date  of  those 
certificates  to  December  15,  1974. 

A  number  of  comments  received  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  Notice  74-15  reasserted  the  ar¬ 
gument  made  in  opposition  to  Amend¬ 
ment  139-1  (when  the  applicability  of 
Part  139  was  broadened)  that,  in  the  en¬ 
actment  of  section  612  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act,  the  Congress  did  not  in¬ 
tend  th'at  airports,  other  than  airports 
regularly  serving  scheduled  air  carriers 
that  hold  certificates  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  Issued  by  the  CAB 
and  operate  large  aircraft  into  those  air¬ 
ports,  be  certificated.  The  FAA  believes 


that  section  612  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  applies  to  all  airports  that  serve 
CAB-certificated  air  carriers,  and  that 
the  rulemaking  action  was  reasonable 
and  necessary  to  ccnnply  with  the  Con¬ 
gressional  mandate  stated  in  the  Act.  In 
this  connection,  it  should  be  noted  that 
section  610(a)  (8)  makes  it  unlawful  for 
any  person  to  operate  an  airport  serving 
air  carriers  certificated  by  the  CAB  with¬ 
out  an  airport  operating  certificate,  or  in 
violation  of  the  terms  of  any  such  certif¬ 
icate. 

Amendment  139-1  made  Part  139  ap¬ 
plicable,  in  addition  to  airports  regularly 
serving  scheduled  air  carriers  operating 
large  aircraft,  to  airports  serving  supple¬ 
mental  air  carriers,  certificated  air  car¬ 
riers  operating  small  aircraft  (12,500 
poimds  or  less  maximum  certificated 
takeoff  weight),  certificated  air  carrier 
charter  operations,  and  certificated  air 
carriers  operating  helicopters.  However, 
it  is  not  intended  that  Part  139  be  ap¬ 
plicable  to  airports  at  which  air  carrier 
training,  ferry,  check,  or  test  operations 
are  conducted,  or  to  airports  designated 
as  “alternate”  airports  by  air  carriers,  by 
reason  of  these  operations.  These  air¬ 
ports  are  not  by  reason  of  these  opera¬ 
tions  considered  to  be  “serving”  air  car¬ 
riers. 

In  general,  and  except  as  noted  herein, 
the  comment  received  in  response  to  No¬ 
tice  74-15  acknowledged  the  proposal  as 
an  acceptable  procediu-e  for  certification 
of  those  airports  to  which  it  applies. 

Recommendations  for  more  specificity 
with  respect  to  the  content  of  the  airport 
operations  specifications  were  received. 
The  amendment  is  responsive  to  those 
recommendations  and  that  specificity  is 
reflected  in  §  139.12a(c)  by  an  itemized 
listing  of  operating  factors  to  be  covered 
in  the  operations  specifications. 

In  addition,  new  §  139.12a  specifies 
those  sections  of  Part  139  (§  §  139.1, 
139.3,  139.5,  139.7,  139.9,  139.15,  139.17) 
that  are  applicable  to  certificate  holders 
and  applicants  under  §  139.12a.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  except  for  those  sections,  no  other 
r^uirements  of  Part  139  have  applica¬ 
tion  to  applicants  or  certificate  holders 
under  §  139.12a. 

Some  question  or  objection  was  raised 
by  the  comments  to  the  suggestion  in 
the  Notice  that  an  airport  operating  cer¬ 
tificate  might  be  issued  to  an  air  carrier. 
It  is  anticipated  that  the  incidence  of 
such  issuances  would  be  rare..  However, 
it  appears  that  in  some  circumstances 
the  air  carrier  may,  in  fact,  be  the  “oper¬ 
ator”  and  that  the  air  carrier  may  be 
the  appropriate  certificate  holder. 

It  should  be  pointed  out,  with  respect 
to  those  objections  raised  in  the  com¬ 
ments  that  “provisional”  and  “limited” 
certification  imposes  undue  economic 
burdens  on  airport  operators,  that'  the 
Airport  Development  Acceleration  Act 
of  1973  (Pub.  L.  91-258),  which  amends 
the  Airport  and  Airway  Development 
Act  of  1970  (Pub.  L.  91-258),  provides 
that  to  the  extent  that  a  project  cost  at 
an  approved  project  for  airport  devel(9- 
ment  represents  the  cost  of  safety  equip¬ 
ment  required  by  rule  or  regulation  fCM* 
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certification  of  an  airport  under  sectlcm 
612  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1968, 
the  United  States  share  In  the  allowable 
cost  of  such  development,  with  respect 
to  airpOTt  development  project  grant 
agreements  entered  into  after  May  10, 
1971,  may  not  exceed  82  percent.  To  the 
extent  that  Federal  funds  are  available, 
it  would  appear  that  FAA  participation 
in  airport  development  would  tend  to 
minimize  the  economic  impact  of  air¬ 
port  certification.  In  this  connection,  it 
appears  that  an  air  carrier  would  not 
be  an  eligible  sponsor  under  the  Airport 
and  Airway  Development  Act  of  1970. 

Some  apprehension  was  expressed  in 
the  comments  that  at  the  time  of  expira¬ 
tion  of  “provisional”  certificates  now  in 
effect  additional  and  burdensome  re¬ 
quirements  for  certification  might  be  im¬ 
posed  under  “limited”  airport  certifica¬ 
tion.  The  FAA,  as  previously  indicated, 
recognizes  that  with  respect  to  the  air¬ 
ports  to  which  §  139.12a  will  apply,  that 
certification  and  operating  requirements 
should  be  determined  on  an  individual 
basis,  and  that  economic  and  practical 
considerations  are  essential  to  a  public 
interest  finding. 

Holders  of  provisional  airport  operat¬ 
ing  certificates  issued  tmder  §  139.12 
would,  imder  this  amendment,  have  the 
option  of  retaining  that  certificate  until 
the  termination  date  of  December  15, 
1974  and  complying  with  the  reporting 
requirements  of  §  139.12,  or  surrender¬ 
ing  that  provisional  certificate  and  ob¬ 
taining  a  “limited”  certificate  imder 
§  139.12a. 

The  FAA  believes  that  this  amendment 
wall  effectively  provide  for  certification 
of  airports  serving  CAB -certificated  air 
carriers  conducting  only  unscheduled 
operations  or  operations  wdth  small  air¬ 
craft  and  comply  with  the  Congressional 
mandate  stated  in  section  612  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act. 

Since  this  amendment  imposes  no  ad¬ 
ditional  burden  on  any  porson  and  pro¬ 
vides  an  alternative  method  for  certifi¬ 
cation  of  airports  serving  limited  opora- 
tions  conducted  by  CAB-certificatM  air 
carriers,  I  find  that  good  cause  exists 
under  5  U.S.C.  553(d)  (3)  for  making  this 
amCTidment  effective  on  less  than  30 
days’  notice. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a),  609.  610(a), 
and  612  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1429,  1430(a), 
and  1432),  and  section  6(c)  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
use.  1655(c)). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
139  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  August  15,  1974,  as 
follows: 

1.  By  amending  §  139.3  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  139.3  Certification:  general. 

No  porson  may  operate  a  land  airport 
serving  any  CAB-certificated  air  carrier 
operating  aircraft  into  that  airport,  in 
any  State  of  the  United  States,  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  or  any  territory  or 
possession  of  the  United  States,  without 
or  in  violation  of  an  airport  oporatlng 
certificate  for  that  airport,  or  in  violation 
of  the  applicable  provisions  of  this  part 


or  the  approved  airport  operations  man¬ 
ual  or' airport  operations  spocifications 
for  that  airport. 

2.  By  amending  §  139.5  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  139.S  Inspection  autbority. 

Each  applicant  for  an  airport  operat¬ 
ing  certificate,  and  each  certificate 
holder  for,  or  operator  of,  a  certificated 
airport  shall  allow  the  Administrator  to 
make  any  inspoction  or  test  to  determine 
its  compliance  with  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations,  the  certificate,  the  approved  air¬ 
port  oporatlons  manual  or  airport  oper¬ 
ations  spocifications,  and  the  eligibility 
of  the  certificate  holder  to  continue  to 
hold  its  certificate. 

3.  By  amending  paragraph  (a)  of 
3 139.9  to  read  as  follows: 

§  139.9  Amendment  of  airport  opera¬ 
tions  manual  or  airport  operations 
specifications. 

(a)  The  Administrator  may  amend 
any  airport  operations  manual  approved 
under  this  part  or  any  airport  oporations 
spocifications  Issued  under  this  part — 
(1)  Upon  application  by  the  certifi¬ 
cate  holder,  if  the  Administrator  deter¬ 
mines  that  safety  in  air  transportation 
and  the  public  interest  allow  the  amend¬ 
ment;  or 

(2j,  If  the  Administrator  determines 
that  safety  in  air  transportation  and  the 
public  interest  require  the  amendment. 

•  •  #  •  * 

4.  By  amending  p)aragraphs  (b)  and 
(c)  of  §  139.9  by  inserting  the  words  “or 
spocifications”  immediately  following  the 
words  “airport  oporatlons  manuaL” 

5.  By  amending  §  139.12  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  139.12  Provisional  airport  operating 
certificates. 

(a)  A  provisional  airport  oporating 
certificate  Issued  under  this  §  139.12  in 
effect  prior  to  August  15,  1974  shall  be 
effective  imtil  December  15,  1974,  unless 
sooner  surrendered,  susponded,  revoked, 
or  otherwdse  terminated  for  violation  of 
the  terms  of  the  certificate. 

(b)  The  holder  of  a  provisional  certifi¬ 
cate  shall — 

(1)  Maintain  at  least  the  level  of 
safety  at  the  airport  on  May  21, 1973; 

(2)  Submit  to  the  appropriate 
Regional  Director  before  October  15, 
1974,  a  schedule  for  compliance  show¬ 
ing  how  compliance  with  each  require¬ 
ment  of  this  part  will  be  achieved,  to¬ 
gether  with  any  request  for  exemptions 
from  any  of  those  requirements  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Part  11  of  this  chapter  or 
§  139.19;  and 

(3)  Submit  a  status  report  to  the  ap¬ 
propriate  Regional  Director  before  No¬ 
vember  15,  1974,  showing  to  what  extent 
compliance  has  been  achieved. 

6.  By  adding  a  new  S  139.12a  immedi¬ 
ately  following  §  139.12  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows; 

§  139.12a  IsAiie  of  limited  certificates 
for  airpwrts  serving  only  unsched¬ 
uled  operations,  or  opterations  with 
small  aircraft. 

(a)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provi¬ 


sion  of  this  part,  except  as  provided  in 
paragraph  (e)  of  this  section,  an  appli¬ 
cant  for  an  airport  o];>eratlng  certificate 
who  (HJerates  an  airport  or  helipwrt  which 
serves  or  is  expected  to  serve  CAB-certifi¬ 
cated  air  carriers  conducting  only  un¬ 
scheduled  operations  or  operations  with 
small  aircraft  is  entitled  to  a  limited  air- 
iKtrt  operating  certificate  if — 

(1)  It  makes  application,  on  the  form 
and  in  the  manner  ju-escrib^  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  to  the  appropriate  Regional 
Director  for  an  airport  operating  certifi¬ 
cate,  t<^ether  with  proposed  airport  op- 
eratiems  specifications;  and 
,  (2)  The  Administrator,  after  in¬ 
vestigation,  finds  that  it  would  be  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  to  require 
compliance  with  all  applicable  require¬ 
ments  of  this  part,  and  that  the  airport 
is  otherwise  properly  and  adequately 
equipped  to  conduct  a  safe  operation  for 
the  kind  of  air  carrier  operatlcm  pro¬ 
posed. 

(b)  An  airport  operating  certificate 
Issued  under  this  section  sh«.ii — 

(1)  Contain  a  provisloii  that  at  least 
the  level  of  safety  at  the  airport  at  the 
time  of  certification  will  be  maintained, 
and  such  other  terms,  conditions  or 
limltatiMis  as  the  Administrator  may 
find  necessary;  and 

(2)  Be  effective  until  surrendered,  sus¬ 
pended,  revoked,  or  otherwise  terminated 
for  violation  of  the  terms  of  the  certifi¬ 
cate. 

(c)  Airport  operations  specifications 
Issued  under  this  section  contain  the  fol¬ 
lowing; 

(1)  The  name  and  address  of  the  air¬ 
port; 

(2)  The  name  and  address  oi  the 
owner  and  operator  of  the  airport; 

(3)  The  type  and  frequency  of  air  car¬ 
rier  operations  the  airport  serves  or  is 
expected  to  serve; 

(4)  Landing  area  or  runway  dimen¬ 
sions  to  be  maintained  at  the  airport; 

(5)  Strength  and  ccHiditi(»i  of  air  op- 
eratiems  areas  to  be  maintained  at  the 
airport; 

’  (6)  Marking  and  lighting  of  air  opera¬ 
tions  areas  and  obstructions  to  be  main¬ 
tained  at  the  airport; 

(7)  Fire  fighting  and  rescue  equip¬ 
ment  and  service  to  be  provided; 

(8)  Means  for  wind  direction  deter¬ 
mination  to  be  provided; 

(9)  Means  for  safety  Inspection  of  the 
airport; 

(10)  Any  other  item  that  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  determines  is  necessary  to  cover 
a  particular  situation. 

(d)  Airport  operations  specifications 
Issued  under  this  section  are  not  a  part 
of  an  airport  operating  certificate. 

(e)  The  provisions  of  §§  139.1,  139.3, 
139.5,  139.7,  139.9,  139.15,  and  139.17  are 
applicable  to  applicants  and  certificate 
holders  under  this  section. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
12,  1974. 

Alexander  P.  Butterfield, 
Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.74-18866  Piled  8-14-74;8;45  am] 
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CHAPTER  II— CIVIL  AERONAUTICS 
BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER  A— ECONOMIC  REGULATIONS 

[Reg.  ER-868,  Amdt.  37] 

PART  288— EXEMPTION  OF  AIR  CARRIERS 
FOR  MILITARY  TRANSPORTATION 

Reasonable  Level  of  Compensation 
Correction 

In  PR  Doc.  74-17773  appearing  at  page 
28147  In  the  Issue  of  Monday,  August  5, 
1974,  make  the  following  change:  Add  an 
introductory  paragraph  as  follows: 

“Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  ofdce  in  Washington,  D.C„ 
July  31, 1974.“ 


SUBCHAPTER  D— SPECIAL  REGULATIONS 
[Reg.  SPR-78,  Amdt.  6] 

PART  372a— TRAVEL  GROUP  CHARTERS 
Modification  of  Requirements 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
August  12,  1974. 

By  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
SPDR-35,^  the  Board  invited  comment 
on  a  proposal  to  amend  Part  372a  of  its 
Special  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  372a) , 
which  sets  forth  the  Travel  Group  Char¬ 
ters  (TGC)  rule,  by  revising  various  of 
its  restrictions,  so  as  to  “enhance  the 
attractiveness  of  this  t5T>e  of  charter 
while  preserving  the  legally  required  dis¬ 
tinction  between  charter  service  and  in¬ 
dividually  ticketed  service.”  ’ 

Specifically,  we  proposed  to:  (1)  Re¬ 
duce  the  deadline  for  filing  the  list  of 
original  participants  from  90  to  60  days 
prior  to  the  scheduled  d^arture  date; 
(2)  allow  a  TGC  to  be  filed  when  at  least 
90  percent,  rather  than  the  entire  100 
percent,  of  the  contracted  seats  have 
been  sold  to  participants:  (3)  eliminate 
the  standby  list  for  eligible  assignees  of 
TGC  participants  and.  instead,  permit 
the  Interests  of  original  participants  to 
be  assignable  to  the  general  public;  and 
(4)  reduce  the  maximum  number  of  per¬ 
missible  assignments  from  20  percent  to 
15  percent  of  the  number  of  listed  orig¬ 
inal  participants. 

Pursuant  to  the  Notice,  23  comments 
were  filed  by;  Senator  Cannon;  *  the 
Department  of  Transportation  (DOT) ; 
jointly  by  most  trunkline  carriers  (Cer¬ 
tain  Trunkline  Carriers)*  and  two  sep¬ 
arate  supplemental  comments  by  Pan 
American  World  Airways,  Inc.  (Pan  Am) 
and  Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.  (TWA) ; 
United  Air  Lines,  Inc.  (UAL) ;  the  Na¬ 
tional  Air  Carrier  Association  (NACA), 


» March  16,  1974,  39  FR  10916,  March  23, 
1974. 

■SPDR-36  (mimeo),  p.  3. 

•  Chairman  of  th®  Aviation  Subcommltte® 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Commerce. 

‘American  Airlines,  Inc.,  Branlfif  Airways, 
Inc.,  Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Eastern  Air  Lines, 
Inc.,  National  Airlines,  Inc.,  Northwest  Alr- 
Unes,  Inc.,  Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc., 
Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  and  Western  Air 
Lines,  Inc. 


on  behalf  of  certain  supplemental  car¬ 
rier  members;  ‘  Modem  Air  Transport, 
Inc.  (Modem) ;  the  European  Civil  Avia¬ 
tion  Conference  (ECAC) ;  separate  com¬ 
ments  by  various  foreign  air  carriers;  ‘ 
three  separate  comments  by  TGC  orga¬ 
nizers;  ’  the  Airline  Charter  Tour  Oper¬ 
ators  Association  (ACTOA) ;  and  the 
American  Society  of  Travel  Agents,  Inc. 
(ASTA) . 

The  positions  taken  in  the  filed  com¬ 
ments,  with  respect  to  the  proposed  rule, 
ranged  from  unqualified  support  *  to  un¬ 
qualified  opposition.*  There  were  also 
suggestions  that  the  Board  should  not 
only  adopt  the  revisions  proposed  in 
SPDR-35  but  should  go  considerably  fur¬ 
ther  toward  liberalizing  the’TGC  rule.'* 
There  was  also  some  opposition  directed 
exclusively  at  the  proposal  to  permit  an 
original  participant’s  interest  in  the  TGC 
to  be  assignable  to  the  general  public  at 
any  time  prior  to  flight  departure." 

Upon  consideratiML  the  Board  has  de¬ 
termined  to  adopt  the  proposed  rule, 
without  modification,  and  the  tentative 
findings  and  conclusions  set  forth  in 
SPDR-35  are  incorporated  herein  and 
made  final. 

In  addition  to  making  final  the  pro¬ 
posed  revisions  of  the  basic  TGC  rule, 
which  were  set  forth  in  SPDR-35,  we  are 
also  revising  the  special  rules  governing 
foreign-originated  TGC’s,“  which  we 
adopted  simultaneously  with  SPDR-35, 
so  that  the  minimum  requirements  pre¬ 
scribed  in  those  special  rules  for  foreign- 
originated  TGCrs  will  conform  to  the  re¬ 
vised  requirements  which  we  are  herein 
prescribing  for  the  basic  TGC  rule.“ 

Finally,  also  as  announced  in  SPDR- 
35,"  we  are  revising  the  “truth-ln-chart- 


*  Capitol  International  Airways,  Inc.,  Over¬ 
seas  National  Airways,  Inc.,  Saturn  Airways, 
Inc.,  Trans  International  Airlines,  Inc.,  and 
World  Airways,  Inc. 

•British  Airways,  Inc.  (British  Air),  KLM 
Royal  Dutch  Airlines  (ELM),  Iberia  Llneas 
Areas  de  E^ana  (Iberia),  Lufthansa  German 
Airlines  (Lufthansa) ,  SwlssAlr  Transport 
Company,  Ltd.  (Swissair) ,  British  Caledonian 
Airways  (BCAL),  Scandinavian  Airlines 
System  (SAS),  Aerllnt®  Elreann  Teoranta 
(Irish),  and  Sabena  Belgian  World  Airlines 
(Sabena) . 

•  Holidair,  Ltd.  (Holldalr) ,  United  Buying 
Service,  Inc.  (UBS),  and  Western  Ski  Vaca¬ 
tions,  Inc.  (Western  Ski) . 

•UBS  and  Western  Ski.  The  only  qualifi¬ 
cation  to  DOT’S  support  Is  Its  opposition  to 
the  proposed  reduction  of  the  maximum 
number  of  permitted  assignments. 

•E.g.,  Pan  Am,  TWA,  Certain  Trunkline 
Carriers,  and  most  of  the  commenting  for¬ 
eign  route  air  carriers. 

”E.g.,  Senator  Cannon,  NACA  BCAL, 
ACTOA,  and — alone  among  the  UJ3.  trunk¬ 
line  carriers — UAL. 

“  E.g.,  ECAC  and  British  Air.  The  Board 
has  also  received  from  th®  Department  of 
State  a  note  submitted  by  the  Government 
of  France,  dated  May  6,  1974,  expressing  op¬ 
position  solely  to  this  aspect  of  the  proposed 
rule. 

“  SPR-74,  adopted  March  16,  1974;  39  F  JL 
10866,  March  22,  1974. 

“In  SPD(R-35  (mimeo),  p.  5,  not®  6,  we 
had  announced  our  Intention  to  so  revise  th® 
special  rules. 

“Id. 


ering  statement”  in  Appiendix  A  to  Part 
372a,  so  as  to  reflect  the  within  revisions 
of  the  TGC  structure. 

We  turn  first  to  a  discussion  of  our 
reasons  for  adopting  each  of  the  revi¬ 
sions  proposed  in  SPDR-35  and  for  re¬ 
jecting  the  various  requests  for  their 
modification.  Following  that  discussion, 
we  shall  explain  why  we  have  determined 
not  to  include  in  this  final  rule  any  of 
the  requests  for  amendments  to  the  TGC 
which  would  be  in  addition  to  those  pro¬ 
posed  in  this  proceeding. 

A.  Adoption  of  proposed  revisions.  (1) 
The  proposal  to  reduce  the  filing  dead¬ 
line  from  90  days  to  60  days  in  advance 
of  the  scheduled  flight  date  was  specifi¬ 
cally  criticized  only  by  comment  of  Cer¬ 
tain  Trunkline  Carriers  and  by  the  sup¬ 
plemental  comment  of  TWA,  which  noted 
that  a  90-day  deadline  has  not  prevented 
the  Demand  Scheduling  fares,  offered  by 
several  route  carriers,  from  becoming  a 
recognized  success.  On  the  other  hand, 
NACA,  Modem,  ACTTOA,  and  Holidair 
suggest  that  the  deadline  be  reduced  to 
45  days. 

We  shall  adhere  to  our  proposal  to  re¬ 
duce  the  deadline  to  60  days.  As  we  said 
in  SPDR-35  (mimeo,  p.  3)  any  attempt 
to  fix  a  suitable  deadline  is  necessarily 
subject  to  some  degree  of  imprecision. 
Nonetheless,  we  believe  that  a  60-day 
deadline  is  more  reasonable  than  either 
retaining  one  for  90  days  or  accepting 
one  for  45  days. 

Insofar  as  we  are  urged  to  regard  the 
90-day  deadline  of  Demand  Scheduling 
fares  as  evidence  that  consumers  are  in¬ 
deed  wlUlng  to  make  travel  plans  that 
far  in  advance,  it  should  be  remembered 
that  the  filing  deadline  which  we  pre¬ 
scribe  in  the  TGC  rule  is  a  legal  mini¬ 
mum.  From  a  practical  statement,  the 
TGC  participant  is  still  likely  to  be  re¬ 
quired  by  the  charts'  organizer  to  be¬ 
come  contractually  boimd  and  pay  the 
minimum  25  percent  deposit  much  ear¬ 
lier  than  60  days  before  filght  departme, 
so  that  the  charter  organizer  may  rea¬ 
sonably  hope  to  meet  Uie  legal  filing 
deadline.  Moreover,  the  Demand  Sched¬ 
uling  service  offered  on  scheduled  flight 
is  less  restrictive,  and  thus  more  attrac¬ 
tive,  than  TGC’s  in  a  number  of  other 
respects. 

On  the  other  hand,  we  believe  that  a 
45-day  deadline  would  not  be  desirable. 
First,  for  reasons  hereinafter  discussed, 
we  are  not  adopting  additional  TGC  lib¬ 
eralization.  Moreover,  it  must  be  remem¬ 
bered  that  the  rule  prescribes  a  45-day 
deadline  for  computing  the  “tentative 
adjusted  pro  rata  price.”  We  do  not  be¬ 
lieve — nor  has  anyone  suggested — that 
the  deadline  for  making  this  vital  com¬ 
putation  should  be  shortened.  Thus,  to 
provide  a  45-day  deadline  for  the  initial 
TGC  filing  (when  only  the  25  percent  de¬ 
posits  of  i>artlcipants  need  be  paid) 
would  render  it  impossible  for  the  or¬ 
ganizer  to  meet  the  45-day  deadline  for 
computing  the  “tentative  adjusted  pro 
rata  price.” 

(2)  Only  the  comment  of  Certain 
'Trimkllne  Carriers  and  the  supplemental 
comment  of  TWA  specifically  opposed 
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the  proposal  to  permit  a  TGC  to  be  filed 
when  at  least  90  percent  of  the  con¬ 
tracted  seats  have  been  sold  to  partici¬ 
pants,  instead  of  the  present  require¬ 
ment  that  100  percent  of  the  seats  must 
have  been  sold.  We  do  not  find  persuasive 
the  conclusory  contention  of  Certain 
Trunkline  Carriers  that  this  proposal 
will  somehow  create  enforcement  prob¬ 
lems.*®  Insofar  as  TWA  points  out  that 
this  will  result  in  reducing  the  minimum 
TGC  group  size  from  40  to  36,  we  con¬ 
cede  that  fact,  but  do  not  appreciate 
its  significance,  since  our  split-charter 
rules  require  only  that  a  minimum  of  40 
seats  be  contracted  for — whether  occu¬ 
pied  or  not — and  that  requirement  will 
of  course  continue  to  apply  to  TGC’s. 

We  are  also  making  final  that  aspect 
of  the  proposal  which  would  provide  that 
if  less  than  100  percent  of  the  contracted 
seats  have  been  sold  by  the  time  the  TGC 
is  filed,  then  no  additional  seats  may 
thereafter  be  sold.  We  thus  reject 
NACA’s  request  that,  in  addition  to  per¬ 
mitting  the  TGC  to  be  filed  upon  the 
sale  of  90  percent  of  the  seats  contracted 
for,  we  should  also  permit  the  remaining 
seats  to  be  sold.  As  we  stated  in  SPDR^ 
35,“  W’e  believe  that  the  filing  of  a  TGC 
should  signify  the  closing  of  the  charter¬ 
ing  group  and  seats  which  are  unsold  at 
the  time  of  filing  should  not  be  sold  sub¬ 
sequently  to  members  of  the  public. 

We  distinguish  the  determination 
from  our  finding  that  an  individual  par¬ 
ticipant’s  interest  should  be  assignable 
to  a  member  of  the  public.  Under  our 
concept,  the  TGC  group  is  completely 
formed  at  the  time  the  contract  is  filed, 
and  it  is  then  that  the  mutual  rights  and 
obligations  become  fixed,  subject  to  the 
limited  right  to  effect  a  simple  substitu¬ 
tion  of  parties  to  the  charter  contract, 
in  order  to  avoid  forfeiture  of  substan¬ 
tial  advance  payments.  While  'we  are 
willing  to  permit  assignments  of  seats 
by  individual  TGC  participants,  w^e  are 
not  prepared  to  permit  TGC  seats  to  be 
sold  by  or  through  the  organizer  to  in¬ 
dividual  members  of  the  public,  in  the 
interest  of  preserving  the  distinction  be¬ 
tween  scheduled  and  charter  services. 

(3)  As  expected,  the  most  controver¬ 
sial  aspect  of  SPDR-35  proved  to  be  our 
proposal  to  grant  a  limited  right  of  as¬ 
signment  by  original  participants  of 
their  interests  in  a  TGC  to  members  of 
the  general  public,  at  any  time  prior  to 
flight  departure,  and  to  remove  the 
present  restriction  which  limits  assign¬ 
ments  only  to  those  persons  named  in  a 


“Insofar  as  the  main  thrust  of  Certain 
Trunkline  Carrier’s  comment  appears  to  be 
that  the  proposed  amendments,  collectively 
and  individually,  will  result  in  increased  di¬ 
version  of  scheduled  traffic,  the  short  answer 
is  that  we  of  course  recognize  that  a  market¬ 
able  TGC  may  well  result  in  some  diversion 
of  scheduled  traffic,  but,  in  fashioning  a 
TOC  rule,  we  Intended  to  create  a  type  of 
charter  which  would  be  viable,  even  if  it 
resulted  in  some  diversion.  The  purpose  of 
these  amendments  is  to  achieve  that  viabil¬ 
ity,  without  causing  undue  diversion,  as 
discussed  hereinafter. 

"  (Mimeo) ,  p.  6. 


pre-filed  list  of  “standbys.”  However, 
none  of  the  filed  comments  has  dis¬ 
suaded  us  from  making  this  proposal 
final.  We  continue  to  believe,  as  we  ten¬ 
tatively  concluded  in  SPDR^35,  that 
since  TGC  participants  must  be  allowed 
some  opportunity  to  be  relieved  from 
total  forfeiture  of  their  charter  pay¬ 
ments  by  the  availability  of  a  limited 
right  of  assignment,  and  since  standby 
lists  have  not  effectively  served  this  pur¬ 
pose,  limited  assignments  to  the  general 
public  should  be  tried.**  We  also  adhere 
to  our  tentative  view  that  this  “revision 
of  the  limited  right  of  assignment  would 
[not]  alter  the  legal  status  of  a  TGC, 
as  upheld  by  the  Court  in  ‘Saturn  Air¬ 
ways  V.  C.A.B.,’  483  F.2d  1284  (D.C.  Cir. 
1973) *“ 

Except  for  the  general  argument  that 
legal  questions  may  inevitably  arise  from 
any  relaxation  of  the  exact  set  of  TGC 
restrictions  which  were  judicially  con¬ 
sidered  in  “Saturn”,  the  comments  do  not 
persuasively  suggest  any  special  legal  in¬ 
firmity  created  by  this  particular  aspect 
of  SPDRr-35.  Instead,  the  strong  opposi¬ 
tion  to  this  particular  proposal  *'  is  based 
on  various  policy  arguments. 

Thus,  for  example,  British  Air  argues 
that  we  incorrectly  characterized  as 
“limited”  a  right  of  assignment  which  is 
really  unlimited  and  that  individuals 
having  no  bona  fide  intent  to  travel  will 
sign  up  for  a  TGC  as  speculators  hoping 
to  profit  from  their  eventual  assignments 
to  members  of  the  general  public.  By  the 
same  token,  British  Air  and  other  critics 
of  this  proposal  conjure  up  visions  of  up 
to  15  percent  of  a  TGC’s  participants 
scurrying  around  the  air  terminal,  im¬ 
mediately  piior  to  the  flight’s  scheduled 
departure,  and  making  last-minute  sales 
of  their  TGC  seats  to  scheduled  service 
passengers — w  ho  thereupon  become  “no- 
shows”  on  reserved  scheduled  seats  and 
so  further  aggravate  the  injury  to  sched¬ 
uled  seiTices. 

We  believe  that  this  awesome  spectre 
is  quite  fanciful  and,  in  part,  attributable 
to  a  misapprehension  of  the  right  of  as¬ 
signment  which  our  amended  rule  con¬ 
templates.  It  must  be  emphasized  that 
we  have  not  proposed,  and  w’e  do  not 
now  adopt,  an  unlimited  right  of  assign¬ 
ment  which  would  stimulate  speculators 
to  participate  in  TGC’s.  Quite  aside  from 
the  maximum  of  the  total  number  of  as- 


’■  British  Air  suggests  that  TGC  forfeitures 
could  be  adequately  safeguarded  by  appro¬ 
priate  insurance  policies.  We  are  not  aware 
of  any  Insurance  policy  which  could  serve 
as  an  adequate  substitute  for  a  viable  as¬ 
signment  provision.  Such  policies  do  not 
offer  protection  against  forfeitures  resulting 
from  contingencies  other  than  death  or  seri¬ 
ous  illness  of  a  particular  passenger.  Thus, 
for  example,  if  a  husband  and  wife  were 
TGC  participants,  the  death  or  Illness  of 
either  would  obviously  abort  the  travel  plans 
of  the  other;  yet,  the  insurance  policy  would 
safeguard  only  against  loss  of  the  cost  of 
one  seat. 

”  SPDR-35  (mimeo) ,  p.  6. 

»  As  indicated  earlier  in  footnote  1 1 ,  some 
of  the  comments  objected  solely  to  this 
proposal. 


signments  in  any  TGC  flight,  our 
amended  rules  also  retain  the  specific 
requirement  that  assignments  be  effected 
only  through  the  organizer*®  and  the 
specific  restriction  that  the  price  paid 
by  the  assignee  “shall  not  exceed”  the 
total  amount  of  contract  installments 
“theretofore  paid  by  the  assignor  •  •  *”  *' 
Moreover,  the  hypothetical  TGC  par¬ 
ticipant  who  plans  to  lure  an  assignee 
from  among  persons  about  to  board  a 
scheduled  flight  must  hope  not  only  that 
the  maximum  number  of  assignments 
permitted  for  his  TGC  flight  would  not 
by  then  have  been  exceeded  and  that 
somehow  he  could  unlawfully  make  a 
profit  on  his  assignment;  he  must  also 
hope  to  find,  among  those  boarding 
scheduled  passengers,  one  whose  return- 
trip  plans  are  fully  compatible  with  the 
TGC  flight,  which  is  round-trip  and  in¬ 
cludes  fixed  departure  and  return  dates. 

Finally,  we  reject  the  argument  “  that 
the  revised  assignment  provision  in¬ 
validates  the  i-ule  because  the  “Johnny- 
come-latelies”  who  become  assignees  in¬ 
cur  none  of  the  risks  which  are  supposed 
to  characterize  participatiixi  in  a  TGC. 

It  is  of  course  true  that  a  person  who  be¬ 
comes  an  assignee  within  a  few  days  of 
departure  may  incur  none  of  the  normal 
TGC  risks,  i.e.,  by  the  time  he  becomes  a 
TGC  participant  the  “adjusted  pro  rata 
price”  has  been  determined  and  it  is  by 
then  also  known  that  there  have  not  oc¬ 
curred  the  various  contingencies  which 
could  cause  a  TGC  flight  to  be  canceled. 
Still  the  argument  fails. 

For  one  thing,  this  “no-risk”  pos¬ 
sibility  for  assignees  does  not  result  from 
the  revisions  herein  adopted,  since  the 
same  situation  could  arise  imder  the 
existing  rule,  which  permits  no  risks  or 
obligations  to  be  imposed  on  those  per¬ 
sons  named  in  a  “standby”  list.  Since  the 
possibility  that  a  person  may  consent  to 
become  an  assignee  only  at  such  time  as 
the  TGC  is  no  longer  subject  to  price 
changes  or  cancellations  exists  under  the 
present  rule,  which  has  been  judicially 
sustained,  we  do  not  regard  this  argu¬ 
ment  as  raising  any  novel  point  as  to  the 
validity  of  the  revised  rule. 

Moreover,  of  course,  it  is  not  neces¬ 
sarily  true  that  an  assignee  will  incur 
none  of  the  normal  TGC  risks,  since  not 
all  assignees  will  be  “Johnny-come- 
latelies.”  Under  the  revised  rule,  as  under 
the  present  rule,  a  person  who  becomes  a 
'TGC  participant  by  virtue  of  assignment 
assumes  all  the  rights  and  obligations  of 
his  assignor  as  of  the  time  of  assignment. 
Thus,  for  example,  one  who  becomes  an 
assignee  before  the  adjusted  price  has 
been  computed,  shares  the  same  risks  and 
obligations  as  original  participants. 

In  deciding  to  adc^t  this  proposal, 
without  modification,  we  have  also  deter¬ 
mined  to  reject  Pan  Am’s  suggestimi 


"Par.  (c)  of  |372a.l3. 

“  Par.  (d)  of  i  372a.l3. 

“  The  principal  comment  making  this 
argument  was  TWA’s  supplemental  com¬ 
ment. 
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that.  If  assignments  to  the  public  are  to 
be  permitted  at  all,  then  such  assign¬ 
ments  should  In  any  event  be  barred 
within  the  30  days  preceding  flight  de¬ 
parture,  a  restriction  which  we  have  pre¬ 
scribed  for  foreign-originating  TGCs. 
Actually,  our  action  herein  is  fully  con¬ 
sistent  M^th  our  rule  on  substitution  for 
foreign-originating  TGC’s.  That  rule 
permits  no  substitution  within  30  days 
prior  to  departiire,  if  the  cost  of  the  TGiC 
is  not  prorated,  but  substitution  at  any 
time  prior  to  departure  is  permitted  for 
TGC’s  whose  cost  is  prorated.”  And  the 
same  reasons  which  imijelled  us  to  make 
such  distinction  in  adopting  our  special 
rules  for  foreign-originating  TGC’s  ** 
justify  our  rejection  of  a  cut-off  period 
for  substitutions  in  the  case  of  our  pro 
rata  TGC.  We  wish  to  emphasize  that  we 
have  not  taken  this  action  lightly,  inas¬ 
much  as  it  has  Incurred  the  strong  op¬ 
position  ot  ECAC,  the  Government  of 
Prance,  and  other  parties  whose  views  we 
appreciate.  Nevertheless,  we  believe  that 
this  oppositiMi  neglects  to  take  account 
of  the  fundamental  difference  between 
the  “advance  booking  charter”  concept 
as  implemented  by  the  Board  and  by  the 
ECAC  countries. 

By  amending  our  TGC  rule,  as  it  ap¬ 
plies  to  foreign-originating  charters,"  we 
have  demcKistrated  our  willingness  to 
acknowledge  the  validity  of  foreign  ABC 
rules  which  embody  the  concomitant 
characteristics  of  an  entrepreneur  chart¬ 
erer  and  fixed  prices  to  individual  par¬ 
ticipants.  Nonetheless,  we  have  chosen 
to  conduct  the  TGC  experiment  for  U.S.- 
originatlng  charters  vmder  a  regulatory 
regime  ccmstructed  on  the  basic  premise 
that  a  group  of  individuals  imdertakes  a 
joint  obligation  to  charter  an  aircraft, 
accepting  limited  mutual  risks  of  pro 
rata  price  fluctuations.  So  long  as  it  is 
the  charter  participants  themselves,  as 
distinguished  frcmr  an  entrepreneur,  who 
must  bear  the  burden  of  each  other’s  de¬ 
faults,  we  think  it  necessary  to  insist 
that  each  individual  must  be  prepared 
to  risk  total  loss  of  his  payments  if,  at 
some  advanced  point  in  the  transaction, 
he  finds  it  necessary  for  any  reason  to 
cancel  his  travel  plans.  It  is  for  this  rea¬ 
son  that  our  TGC  rule  is  unique  in  re¬ 
quiring  that  a  canceling  participant’s 
total  payment  be  forfeited  once  the  “ad¬ 
justed  pro  rata  price”  has  been  fixed, 
whatever  the  reason  for  such  cancella¬ 
tions."  Yet  by  the  same  token,  we  be¬ 
lieve  it  is  also  necessary  to  provide  some 
possibility  of  avoiding  the  harsh  Impact 
mandatory  total  forfeiture,  through 
the  limited  availability  of  the  right  of 


•Subparagraph  (6)  of  i  372a.60(b).  These 
provisions  wlU  now  be  found  In  subpara¬ 
graphs  (4)  and  (6)  {  372a.60(b) ,  as  a  result 
of  the  technical  and  substantive  modifica¬ 
tions  which  we  are  adopting  h^eln  to  the 
special  rules  governing  foreign-originating 
TGC’s,  In  order  to  refiect  our  revisions  of  the 
basic  TOO  rule.  See  p.  4,  supra,  and  foot¬ 
note  13. 

SPR-74,  cited  In  footnote  12. 

*/d. 

“  Where  the  TOC/ ABC  charterer  Is  an  en¬ 
trepreneur,  and  Individual  prices  are  fixed, 
refunds  may  be  permitted  for  cancellation  at 
any  time. 
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assignment.  Consequently,  we  have  con¬ 
sistently  maintained  that  under  a  TGC/ 
ABC  rule,  such  as  ours,  which  involves 
prorating  of  the  charter  price  among 
participants,  a  limited  right  of  assign¬ 
ment  should  be  available  at  any  time 
prior  to  departure. 

(4)  Only  DOT  specifically  questioned 
our  proposal  to  reduce  the  maximum 
number  of  assignments  permissible  for 
any  given  TGC  flight  from  20  percent  to 
15  percent  of  the  number  of  names  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  filed  list  of  original  par¬ 
ticipants.  DOT  suggested  that  this  maxi¬ 
mum  should  be  increased  to  25  percent, 
instead  of  decreased  to  15  percent,  in 
order  to  further  relax  the  cumulative  re¬ 
strictive  effect  of  our  TGC  rule. 

As  we  indicated  in  SPDR-35,"  the 
slight  tightening  of  this  restriction  on  the 
maximum  number  of  assignments  is  de¬ 
signed  to  provide  some  offset  against  the 
relaxation  of  the  restriction  on  eligibility 
for  assignments.  For  the  reasons  herein¬ 
after  discussed,  we  are  not  inclined  to 
adopt  DOT’S  suggestions  that  we  further 
liberalize  the  assignment  provision  by 
relaxing  both  these  restrictions. 

B.  Requests  for  additional  revisions. 

(1)  We  have  determined  to  reject  the 
suggestion"  that  we  simend  the  basic 
TGC  rule,  so  as  to  entirely  delete  the  pro 
rata  pricing  requirement,  and  to  permit 
Instead  the  kind  of  fixed-price  sale  of 
seats  as  we  now  permit  for  foreign- 
originating  «TGC/ ABC’s.  Similarly,  we 
are  also  rejecting  the  related  sug¬ 
gestion  *  that  we  amend  the  basic  TGC 
rule  so  as  to  permit  the  charter  organizer 
to  assume  at  least  limited  entrepreneuri¬ 
al  risks  by  absorbing  the  cost  cff  a  num¬ 
ber  of  imsold  seats  rather  than  to  require 
cancellation  of  the  TGC  when  the  pro 
rata  price  would  have  to  exceed  the  speci¬ 
fied  maximum. 

As  we  stated  above,  in  explaining  why 
we  are  adhering  to  the  view  that  last- 
minute  assignments  must  be  permitted 
under  our  rule,  we  prefer  to  build  our 
experimental  form  of  advance  booking 
charter  rule  around  the  fundamental 
concept  that  a  group  of  participants 
jointly  charter  all  or  part  of  an  airplane 
for  their  own  transportation,  rather  than 
to  adopt  the  ECAC  approach,  which  in¬ 
volves  a  risk-taking  charterer  reselling 
individual  seats.  We  need  not  here  decide 
that  the  pro  rata  regime  is  necessarily 
Immutable.  However,  we  are  loath  to  em¬ 
bark  on  such  a  radical  change  in  the 
TGC  ccmcept  until  the  within  revisions 
have  been  ^ven  a  fair  chance.  Although, 
as  acknowledged  in  our  special  rule  for 
foreign-originating  TGC /ABC's,  we  do 
not  regard  a  prorata  feature  as  essential 
to  the  legality  of  TGC’s,"  its  presence 
in  a  rule  authorizing  group  travel  under 
a  charter  program  which  need  not  in¬ 
clude  service  other  than  air  transporta¬ 
tion  is  a  clearly  desirable  means  to  Insure 
that  the  statutorily  mandated  distinction 
from  individually  ticketed  service  is  being 
preserved. 


•  (Mimeo),  p.  6. 

■By  Senator  Cannon  (reiterating  on®  of 
the  suggestions  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Commerce,  In  S.  Kept.  93-387,  92d  Cong.  1st 
Sess.,  pp.  8-10):  NACA;  and  ACTOA. 

■By  Holldalr  and  BCAL. 

■  SPRr-74  (mlmeo) ,  p.  1*. 
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(2)  We  are  rejecting  the  suggestions  in 
several  of  the  comments  that  we  should 
not  only  adopt  all  of  the  proposals  set 
forth  in  SPDR-35,  but  shoiild  also  adopt 
amendments  which  would  further  liber¬ 
alize  the  TGC  rule  by  relaxing  additional 
restrictive  provisions.*^ 

In  the  first  place,  all  such  amendments 
would  be  outside  the  scope  of  the  pro¬ 
posal,  and  could  thus  not  be  incorporated 
into  the  final  rules  adopted  herein. 

Moreover,  the  proposed  revisions  which 
w?  set  forth  in  SPDR-35  reflected  our 
tentative  view  that  those  revisions  would 
sufiBce  to  make  the  TGC  a  viable  form  of 
low-cost  group  air  transportation,  while 
retaining  adequate  restrictive  features 
so  as  to  prevent  undue  diversion  from 
scheduled  services.  We  did  not  then  in¬ 
tend,  nor  do  we  now  desire,  to  adopt  every 
possible  relaxation  of  the  TGC  rule  which 
could  enhance  its  marketability.  We  are 
mindful  of  our  concurrent  obligation  to 
prevent  this  charter  mode  from  causing 
mdue  diversion  of  scheduled  trafiBc,  par¬ 
ticularly  at  a  time  when  various  serious 
problems  confront  scheduled  carriers. 
Recognition  of  our  dual  respcmsibility  in 
this  subtle  area  has  traditionally  led  us 
to  favor  a  gradual,  step-by-step  approach 
In  fashioning  suitable  charter  rules.  Con¬ 
sistent  with  that  approach,  we  shall  at 
this  time  relax  only  those  restrictions 
which  we  believe  have  rendered  TGC’s 
virtually  unmarketable. 

(3)  We  have  determined  to  reject 
ASTA’s  request  that  we  amend  the  TGC 
rule  in  various  respects  relating  to  the 
relationship  between  the  charter  orga¬ 
nizer  and  travel  agents  Involved  in  the 
marketing  of  TGC’s.  Specifically,  ASTA’s 
comment  includes  requests  to  amend  the 
TGC  rule  to  require  that  an  organizer 
pay  “adequate  commissions”  to  agents, 
and  to  prescribe  the  ratio  in  which  par¬ 
ticipants’  forfeited  deposits  are  to  be 
divided  between  the  agent  and  organizer. 
Quite  apart  from  the  question  of  our 
legal  power  to  do  so,  we  are  not  per¬ 
suaded  that  there  is  any  real  need  for 
such  amendments,  and,  in  the  absence 
of  any  demonstrated  need,  we  do  not 
choose  to  impose  mandat(H7  require¬ 
ments  on  biisiness  arrangements  y^ch 
are  largely  peripheral  to  the  workings 
of  the  TGC  rule  " 


■  E.g.,  suggesticMis  to  reduce  the  minimum- 
stay  requirements  for  domestic  or  Interna- 
tlonai  flights,  or  both,  were  made  by  Senator 
Cannon  (reiterating  another  suggestion  made 
In  S.  Kept.  93-387,  cited  In  footnote  28, 
supra) ,  NACA,  ACTTOA,  Modern,  Holldalr,  and 
UAL;  and  the  fmther  suggestions  by  UAL  to 
raise  the  permissible  “maximum”  pro  rata 
price  from  120  percent  to  125  percent  of  the 
“minimum,”  and  to  reduce  frtxn  60  days  to 
45  days  the  deadline  for  requiring  full  pay¬ 
ment  of  the  partlclpcuits*  minimum  price. 

■  We  are  also  rejecting  UAL’s  request  that 
the  TGC  rule  bo  amended  to  explicitly  per¬ 
mit  the  organizer  to  pay  commissions  to 
travel  agents.  Whatever  the  situation  may 
have  been  immediately  after  the  TGC  rule 
was  Introduced,  we  are  not  aware  of  any  mis¬ 
understanding  today  as  to  the  (xganlzer*s 
undoubted  right  to  pay  commlsslcms  to  his 
agents.  Insofar  as  the  proposed  text  of  UAL’s 
suggestion  would  require  such  commissions 
to  be  paid,  there  is  no  demonstrated  need  for 
such  amendment. 
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(4)  Finally,  without  passing  on  their 
acceptability,  we  are  imable  to  Include 
in  the  final  rules  adopted  herein  the 
standard  forms  which  UAL  has  sub¬ 
mitted  in  Its  filed  comment,  for  pre¬ 
scribed  use  by  TGC  organizers  and  direct 
carriers.  We  do  not  question  the  desira¬ 
bility  of  achieving  complete — or  at  least 
substantial — standardization  in  the  var¬ 
ious  forms  of  TGC  documents,  especially 
the  TGC  option,  charter  contract  and 
contract  between  organizer  and  partici¬ 
pants.  Indeed,  in  originally  proposing  the 
TGC  rule,  w'e  specifically  requested  sub¬ 
mission  of  suggested  draft  standard 
forms."  but,  because  none  were  sub¬ 
mitted,  we  were  unable  to  Include  stand¬ 
ard  forms  in  the  final  rule."  Similarly, 
we  are  unable  to  adopt  at  this  time  the 
standard  forms  submitted  by  UAL,  since 
they  are  not  so  clearly  uncontroversial 
as  to  justify  our  adopting  them  without 
consideration  of  pertinent  views  of  in¬ 
terested  parties." 

C.  Effective  date.  We  have  determined 
to  make  this  rule  effective  immediately, 
since  it  imposes  no  burden  on  anyone 
but  serves,  rather,  to  relieve  a  restric¬ 
tion,  in  that  the  general  effect  of  the 
within  amendments  will  be  to  relax  the 
requirements  which  have  hitherto  cir¬ 
cumscribed  the  exercise  of  the  charter 
authority  created  by  the  Travel  Group 
Charter  rule. 

It  should  be  noted  that  the  within 
amendments  are  prospective  only,  l.e., 
they  apply  only  to  TGC’s  which  are  to  be 
marketed  subsequent  to  the  effective  date 
hereof.  TGC’s  which  are  currently  being 
marketed  will  continue  to  be  governed 
by  the  rules  in  effect  immediately  prior 
to  these  amendments,  and  no  TGC’s  cur¬ 
rently  on  file  with  the  Board  may  be 
amended  so  as  to  reflect  these  amend¬ 
ments.  We  cannot  permit  substantial 
terms  and  conditions  of  existing  TGC 
contracts  to  be  amended,  without  the 
express  consent  of  each  TGC  participant 
who  has  already  become  a  party  to  such 
contract,  imless  it  were  unquestionable 
that  such  amendment  could  not  possibly 
adversely  alter  his  contract  rights.  Yet, 
although  the  cumulative  effect  of  the 
within  amendments  should  inure  to  the 
ultimate  benefit  of  future  TGC  partici¬ 
pants,  we  are  not  prepared  to  hold  that 
none  of  tiiese  amendments  could  con¬ 
ceivably  be  objectionable  to  persons  who 
have  already  become  parties  to  TGC  con¬ 
tracts."  Consequently,  in  the  absence  of 


**  EDR-218/SPDR-22A,  dated  December  30, 
1971  (mlmeo),  pp.  17-18. 

»*  SPR-61,  dated  September  27,  1972 

(mlmeo),  p.  6. 

^Ot  course,  to  the  extent  that  UAL  sug¬ 
gests  that  we  should  permit  particular  car¬ 
riers  and  organizers  to  develop  their  own 
“standard”  forms,  we  have  no  reason  to  doubt 
that,  as  a  matter  of  practice,  our  staff  will 
generally  be  able  to  process  quickly  end  ac¬ 
cept  filings  which  Include  forms  substan¬ 
tially  Identical  to  those  previously  accepted. 

For  example,  a  TOC  participant  who 
would  now  find  that  only  90  percent  of  the 
chartered  seats  need  be  sold  before  the  con¬ 
tract  becomes  binding,  whereas  he  bad  be¬ 
come  a  party  to  a  contract  which  was  to 


procedures  enabling  us  to  be  satisfied 
that  TGC  participants  have  xmanimously 
and  expressly  agreed  to  be  bound  by  con¬ 
tractual  amendments  which  the  orga¬ 
nizer  purports  to  execute  on  their  behalf, 
we  shall  not  permit  the  within  amend¬ 
ments  to  have  retroactive  application. 

Of  course,  if  a  TGC  being  marketed  at 
the  date  hereof  is  lawfully  subject  to 
cancellation  by  the  organizer  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  existing  contracts  and  without  finan¬ 
cial  loss  to  participants,  then  the  orga¬ 
nizer  may  choose  to  effect  such  cancella¬ 
tion  and  market  a  new  TGC  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  within  amendments. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Board  hereby  amends  Part  372a  of  its 
Special  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  372a) 
effective  August  12,  1974,  as  follows: 

1.  Amend  §  372a.2,  by  deleting  the 
definition  of  ‘‘standby  list  member”; 
substituting  a  definition  of  "original 
participant”  for  the  definition  of  "main 
list  participant”;  and  otherwise  revising 
definitions  which  use  such  terms,  the 
amended  section  to  read  in  part  as 
follows: 

§  .372a. 2  Definitions. 

*  •  •  *  * 

“Charter  organizer”  means  *  •  • 
“Charter  participant”  means  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  a  travel  group  who  is  a  party  to 
a  charter  contract,  either  as  an  original 
participant  or  as  an  assignee  of  an  orig¬ 
inal  participant. 

•  •  *  •  * 

“Foreign  charter  organizer”  means  *  •  * 
“Original  participant”  means  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  a  travel  group  who  has  duly  au¬ 
thorized  a  charter  organizer  to  enter  his 
name  on  the  original  participants  list 
filed  with  the  Board  pursuant  to  this 
part. 

•  ♦  ♦  «  « 

“Service  charge”  means  •  •  * 

“’Travel  group”  means  the  aggregate 
of  original  participants  and  assignees  of 
original  participants. 

*  •  ♦  #  • 

2.  Amend  paragraph  (f)  of  S  372a.l0. 
the  amended  paragraph  (f)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  372a.l0  Travel  group  charier  general 
requirements. 

#  *  *  •  « 

(f)  Passengers  transported  pursuant 
to  the  charter  shall  consist  solely  of 
charter  participants  (whose  aggregate 
number  may  not  exceed  the  number  of 
names  set  forth  in  the  filed  original  par¬ 
ticipants  list) ,  plus  tour  conductors  au¬ 
thorized  to  accompany  the  charter  par¬ 
ticipants  in  accordance  with  this  part. 
*  *  •  •  • 

3.  Amend  §  372a.ll  to  read  as  follows: 


become  binding  only  when  100  percent  of  the 
seats  were  sold,  might  reasonabUy  object  to 
such  amendment,  because.  Inter  alia.  It  In¬ 
creases  the  risk  that  the  ultimate  price  will 
exceed  the  minimum  pro  rata  price. 


§  372a. 11  Initial  deposits. 

Each  original  particlpsuit,  upon  exe¬ 
cuting  the  contract  between  participants 
and  organizer  shall  pay  at  least  an  initial 
deposit  of  25  percent  of  the  minimum 
pro  rata  charter  price  specified  in  ttie 
charter  contract  (or  of  the  aggregate  of 
the  minimum  pro  rata  charter  prices 
specified  in  the  contract,  if  there  is  more 
than  one  direct  air  carrier) .  This  initial 
25  percent  deposit  shall  be  nonrefund- 
able  to  a  charter  participant  who  de¬ 
faults  in  making  any  payment  on  the 
pro  rata  charter  price  subsequent  to  the 
filing  of  the  charter  contract,  except  as 
provided  in  §§  372a.l5(g)  and  372a.l8. 

4.  Amend  §  372a.l2  by  revising  sub- 
paragraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  paragraph 

(a),  and  by  revising  paragraph  (b),  the^ 
amended  section  to  read  in  part  as 
follows: 

§  372a. 12  Conditions  prooedonl  to  coii- 
trarts. 

(a)  *  •  * 

(1)  The  number  of  original  partici¬ 
pants  plus  the  number  of  tour  con¬ 
ductors  (which  shall  not  exceed  the 
maximum  number  permitted  under  this 
part)  is  equal  to  no  less  than  90  percent 
of  the  number  of  seats  specified  in  the 
charter  contract; 

(2)  Each  ori^nal  participant  has 
paid  at  least  an  Initial  deposit  of  25  per¬ 
cent  of  the  minimum  pro  rata  charter 
price  specified  in  the  charter  contract; 
and 

*  •  *  •  * 

(b)  At  any  time  prior  to  90  days  pre¬ 
ceding  the  scheduled  flight  date,  a  partic¬ 
ipant  may  submit  to  the  organizer  writ¬ 
ten  notice  of  his  cancellation,  regardless 
of  cause,  and  he  shall  thereupon  be  en¬ 
titled  to  receive  forthwith  a  refund  of  all 
moneys  credited  to  his  accoimt,  without 
deduction  or  penalty  of  any  kind. 

5.  Amend  §  372a.l3  to  read  in  part  as 
follows: 

§  372a.l3  Assignments. 

At  any  time  during  the  90 -day  period 
preceding  •  •  • 

(a)  [Reserved]. 

(b)  No  more  than  15  percent  of  the 
original  participants  may  assign  their 
interests. 

(c)  An  assignment  •  *  ♦ 

•  «  •  *  * 

6.  Amend  paragraphs  (c)  and  (d)  of 
§  372a.l4,  the  amended  paragraphs  (c) 
and  (d)  to  read  as  follows : 

§  372a.l4  Pro  rata  charter  price;  min¬ 
imum,  maximum,  adjusted. 

*  .  •  .  • 

(c)  The  adjusted  pro  rata  charter 
price  shall  reflect  the  pro  rata  Increase 
resulting  from  the  fact  that  the  num¬ 
ber  of  actual  original  participants  Is  less  ' 
than  100  percent  of  the  maximum  niun- 
ber  of  charter  participants,  or  from  de¬ 
faults  In  payments  by  participants,  re¬ 
funds  made  to  participants  ptirsuant  to 
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S  372a. 15(g),  and,  if  the  contract  so  pro¬ 
vides,  an  increase  in  the  total  charter 
price  to  the  extent  permitted  under 
§  372a.26. 

(d)  The  cost  of  the  charter  flight  shall 
be  prorated  equally  among  all  charter 
participants  and  no  charter  participant 
shall  be  allowed  free  or  reduced-rate 
transportation :  Provided,  however.  That, 
where  land  accommodations  are  included 
in  the  charter,  tour  conductors  may  be 
transported,  if  the  number  of  such  con¬ 
ductors  is  specifled  in  the  contract  be¬ 
tween  the  charter  organizer  and  the 
participants,  and  is  not  more  than  one 
tour  conductor  for  each  40  seats. 

7.  Amend  paragraph  (a  )of  §  372a.l5, 
the  amended  paragraph  (a)  to  read  as 
follows; 

§  372a. 15  Full  payntenl  of  cliarter  price; 
refunds. 

(a)  No  later  than  60  days  prior  to  the 
scheduled  date  of  flight  departure,  there 
shall  be  due  from  each  charter  partici¬ 
pant  full  payment  of  the  minimum  pro 
rata  charter  price,  together  with : 

( 1 )  Pull  payment  of  the  pro  rata  share 
of  any  increase  in  the  total  charter  price, 
to  the  maximiun  extent  permissible  im- 
der  §  372a.26,  as  embodied  in  a  tariff 
which  has  by  that  time  become  effective, 
or  which  has  been  duly  flled  with  the 
Board  bearing  an  effective  date  no  later 
than  60  days  prior  to  the  scheduled  date 
of  flight  departure;  and 

(2)  Full  payment  of  the  pro  rata  share 
of  that  portion  of  the  total  charter  price 
represented  by  the  number  of  seats  which 
remain  unsold  to  original  participants 
at  the  time  the  executed  contract  is  to 
be  flled  under  §  372a.22(b) . 

•  •  *  •  * 

8.  Amend  §  372a.22  by  revising  sub- 
paragraph  (1)  of  paragraph  (a) ;  and  by 
revising  paragraphs  (b)  and  (d),  the 
amended  section  to  read  in  part  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  372a. 22  Operating  autliori;xation  of 
charter  organizer. 

A  charter  organizer  *  •  * 

(a)  No  charter  organizer  *  *  * 

(1)  An  option  from  the  direct  air  car¬ 
rier  (s)  imder  which  the  carrier (s)  obli¬ 
gates  Itself  for  a  specifled  period,  which 
shall  expire  no  later  than  60  days  prior 
to  scheduled  date  of  departure,  to  enter 
into  a  charter  contract  with  the  charter 
organizer  as  agent  for  the  charter  par¬ 
ticipants:  Provided,  however.  That  if  the 
air  transportation  on  the  departing  flight 
and  the  returning  flight  is  to  be  per¬ 
formed  by  more  than  one  direct  air  car¬ 
rier,  then  there  shall  be  a  single  option 
granted  to  the  charter  organizer  by  all 
such  direct  air  carriers,  acting  jointly  and 
severally; 

♦  *  «  *  * 

(b)  No  earlier  than  90  days,  but  no 
later  than  60  days,  prior  to  the  scheduled 
date  of  departure,  the  charter  organizer 
and  the  direct  air  carrier  (s)  shall  jointly 
flle  with  the  Board  (Supplementary  Serv¬ 
ices  Division,  Bureau  of  Operating 
Rights),  in  duplicate,  the  following  in¬ 
formation,  and  the  information  required 


by  subparagraph  (2)  of  this  paragraph 
shall  be  flled  in  the  manner  prescribed 
in  paragraph  (d)  of  this  section. 

(1)  A  charter  contract  executed  by 
original  participants  whose  niunber  is 
equal  to  at  least  90  percent  of  the  seats 
specifled  in  the  contract  for  charter 
participants; 

(2)  A  list  setting  forth  the  names  of 
original  participants  in  alphabetical  or¬ 
der,  their  addresses  and  telephone 
numbers; 

(3)  [Reserved]. 

(4)  A  statement  of  the  charter  orga¬ 
nizer  affirming  that  each  listed  original 
participant  (i)  has  entered  into  a  con¬ 
tract  with  the  organizer  as  provided  in 
this  part,  (ii)  has  paid  his  initial  25  per¬ 
cent  deposit,  and  (iii)  has  been  furnished, 
no  later  than  the  time  when  he  entered 
into  such  contract  with  the  organizer, 
with  an  explanatory  statement,  in  the 
form  set  forth  in  Appendix  A;  and 

(5)  A  statement  of  the  depository  bank, 
if  any,  afidrmlng  the  amoimt  which  it 
has  on  deposit,  which  amount  shall  be 
equal  to  no  less  than  25  percent  of  the 
minimum  pro  rata  charter  price  multi¬ 
plied  by  the  number  of  listed  original 
participants. 

(c)  •  *  • 

(d)  CAB  Form  372a,  attached  hereto 
as  Appendix  D,  shall  be  used  in  filing  the 
travel  group  charter  original  partici¬ 
pants  list  described  in  paragraph  (b)  (2) 
of  this  section.  An  original  and  two 
photostatic  or  similarly  reproduced 
copies  (not  carbons)  of  Form  372a,  pre¬ 
pared  in  conformance  with  the  instruc¬ 
tions  thereon,  and  accompanied  by  a  self- 
addressed  and  postage-prepaid  return 
envelope,  shall  be  flled  with  the  Board 
(Supplementary  Services  Division,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operating  Rights).  The  Board 
will  stamp  the  original  and  two  photo¬ 
static  or  similarly  reproduced  copies  of 
Form  372a  so  as  to  verify  their  receipt 
and  Identify  the  travel  group  charter  to 
which  they  pertain,  and  will  return  the 
two  stamped  copies  for  use  by  the  direct 
air  carrier  in  complying  with  its  obliga¬ 
tions  to  Identify  enplaning  charter  flight 
participants,  note  the  dociunentary 
source  and  number,  and  flle  post-flight 
reports  thereon,  as  required  by  §§  372a.41 
and  372a.50(a). 

***** 

9.  Amend  paragraph  (b)  of  S  372a.41, 
the  amended  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  372a.41  Dirorl  air  carriers  lo  idcntiff 
rnplanemenis. 

*•••’• 

(b)  The  direct  air  carrier  shall,  at  the 
time  of  enplanement,  enter,  on  its 
stamped  copy  of  CAB  Form  372a,  the 
documentary  source  of  the  identification 
required  by  paragraph  (a)  above,  includ¬ 
ing  the  number  appearing  on  the  docu¬ 
ment,  together  with  the  names  of  any 
enplaning  passenger  whose  name  does 
not  already  appear  on  said  CAB  Form 
372a:  Provided,  however.  That  the  total 
number  of  names  on  the  passenger  list 
shall  not  be  greater  than  the  number  of 
names  which  already  appeared  on  said 


CAB  Fonn  372a  (and  tour  conductors), 
and  that  the  number  of  passengers 
(other  than  tour  conductors)  whose 
names  are  newly  entered  by  the  carrier 
upon  enplanement  shall  not  be  greater 
than  15  percent  of  those  whose  names 
had  already  appeared  on  said  form. 

10.  Amend  paragraph  (a)  of  §  372a.50, 
the  amended  paragraph  (a)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  372a. 50  Reporting  requirements. 

(a)  Each  direct  air  carrier  shall  flle 
with  the  Board’s  Bureau  of  Enforcement 
within  7  days  after  performing  each 
flight,  whether  departure  or  return,  its 
stamped  copy  of  CAB  Form  372a  pre¬ 
pared  in  conformance  with  the  instruc¬ 
tions  thereon. 

***** 

11.  Amend  paragraph  (b)  of  §  372a.60, 
the  amended  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  372a. 60  Foreign-originating  travel 
group  charters. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(b)  *  •  • 

(1)  The  participants  in  each  TGC/ 
ABC  group  must  travel  together  on  both 
the  outbound  and  inbound  portions  of 
the  trip. 

(2)  Each  TGC/ ABC  contract  must 
cover  at  least  forty  (40)  seats. 

(3)  The  list  of  actual  participants  (i.e., 
persons  contractually  bound  to  pay  for  a 
specifically  identified  flight)  in  each 
TGC/ABC  group  must  be  flled  with  ap¬ 
propriate  regulatory  authorities  at  least 
sixty  (60)  days  in  advance  of  flight  de¬ 
partures. 

(4)  If  the  cost  to  individual  TGC/ABC 
participants  is  not  prorated,  and  if  there 
is  to  be  a  list  of  “standbys”  (i.e.,  eligible 
substitutes  for  participants)  for  a  TGC/ 
ABC,  then — 

(i)  The  number  of  standbys  shall  not 
be  greater  than  the  number  of  seats 
contracted  for; 

(il)  No  person  shall  be  added  to  the 
standby  list  within  sixty  (60)  days  prior 
to  flight  departure; 

(iii)  No  standbys  may  be  substituted 
for  participants  within  thirty  (30)  days 
prior  to  flight  departure;  and 

(iv)  No  more  than  fifteen  percent  of 
the  persons  named  on  the  flled  list  of 
actual  participants  may  assign  their 
interests  in  the  TGC/ABC  to  persons 
whose  names  are  on  the  standby  list  re¬ 
lating  to  such  flight. 

(5)  If  the  cost  to  individual  TGC/ABC 
participants  is  prorated  among  partici¬ 
pants,  then  a  participant  may  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  avoid  forfeiture  of  his  advance 
payments  by  assigning  his  Interests  in 
the  TGC/ABC  to  members  of  the  gen¬ 
eral  public,  at  any  time  prior  to  de¬ 
parture,  but  only  if — 

(i)  No  more  than  fifteen  percent  of 
the  persons  named  on  the  flled  list  of 
actual  participants  have  made  such  as¬ 
signments; 

(il)  The  assignment  is  effected 
through  the  charter  organizer;  and 

(ill)  The  amoimt  paid  by  the  assignee 
does  not  exceed  the  aggregate  amount 
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of  advance  payments  which  had  been 
made  by  the  assignor  as  of  the  time  the 
assignment  is  effected. 

(6)  A  TGC/ABC  must  be  “roimd  trip” 
(i.e.,  including  both  a  departure  and  re¬ 
turn  flight) . 

(7)  If  the  cost  of  the  TGC/ABC  is  pro¬ 
rated  among  participants,  then  a  TGC/ 
ABC  must  be  for  a  minimum  duration  of 
at  least  seven  days  in  the  case  of  North 
American  charters,  and  a  minimum 
duration  of  at  least  ten  days  in  the  case 
of  all  other  charters;  but  if  the  cost  of 
individual  TGC/  ABC  participants  is  not 
prorated,  then  during  the  period  of 
April  1  to  October  31,  the  TGKH/ABC 
must  provide  for  a  minimum  duration 
of  at  least  fourteen  days,  and  during  the 
period  of  November  1  to  March  31,  the 
minimum  duration  must  be  at  least  ten 
days:  Provided,  horvever.  That  the  mini¬ 
mum  duration  of  a  non-pi*orated  North 
American  TGC  ABC  need  not  be  greater 
than  seven  days. 

(8)  If  the  cost  of  the  TGC/  ABC  is  pro¬ 
rated  among  participants,  then  com¬ 
mingling  of  TGC/  ABC  groups  with  other 
categories  of  charter  traffic  is  permitted, 
but  if  the  cost  to  individual  TGC/ABC 
participants  is  not  prorated,  then  no 
commingling  of  TGC/ABC  groups  with 
other  categories  of  charter  traffic  shall 
be  permitted. 

12.  Amend  Appendix  A,  “Description 
of  Travel  Group  Charters,”  the  amended 
Appendix  A  to  read  as  follows: 

Appendix  A — Description  op  Travel  Group 
Charters  (Revised,  as  of  August  12, 
1974) 

Under  Federal  law,  charter  flights  are  per¬ 
mitted  to  be  operated  in  air  transportation 
within,  and  to  or  from,  the  United  States. 
However,  the  terms  and  conditions  govern¬ 
ing  participation  in  charter  flights  must  dis¬ 
tinguish  this  form  of  travel  arrangement 
from  the  purchase  by  an  Individual  passen¬ 
ger  of  an  airline  ticket  for  a  regularly  sched¬ 
uled  flight.  The  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  (the 
Board)  is  the  Federal  agency  which  has  the 
responsibility  for  prescribing  these  terms 
and  conditions,  and,  over  the  years,  several 
different  types  of  charters  have  been  au¬ 
thorized.  Effective  September  27,  1972,  the 
Board  adopted  regulations  authorizing  a  new 
type  of  charter,  called  "Travel  Group  Char¬ 
ters”  (TGC),  to  be  operated  on  a  trial  basis, 
until  December  31,  1975.  The  pertinent  regu¬ 
lations  are  set  forth  in  Part  372a  of  the 
Board’s  Special  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part 
372a) .  Follow'lng  is  a  summary  of  the  princi¬ 
pal  provisions  in  those  regulations  as  they 
directly  affect  participants  in  a  TGC.  (Since 
this  statement  is  designed  primarily  for  the 
guidance  of  American  travelers,  for  flights 
within  or  from  the  United  States,  it  does  not 
attempt  to  describe  the  special  rules  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  Board  In  Subpart  F  of  Part 
372a  for  flights  from  foreign  countries  per¬ 
formed  under  the  rules  which  those  coun¬ 
tries  prescribe  for  this  type  of  charter.) 

General  description  of  TGC.  The  basic  idea 
of  a  TGC  is  that  36  or  more  persons  may 
enter  into  a  charter  contract,  by  which  they 
hire  an  aircraft  (or  part  of  an  aircraft  con¬ 
sisting  of  at  least  40  seats)  to  provide  them¬ 
selves  with  round-trip  air  transportation  for 
a  trip  which  is  to  last  a  minimum  of  7  days 
(10  days  in  some  areas)  on  a  pro  rata  basis, 

l.e.,  each  charter  participant  shares  equally 
In  the  cost  of  the  charter.  The  charter  con¬ 
tract  must  be  flled  with  the  Board  no  later 


than  60  days  before  the  scheduled  date  of 
departure.!  At  that  time,  the  charter  organ¬ 
izer  must  also  flle  an  “original  participants 
list"  identifying  the  pec^le  who  have  signed 
his  contract  and  paid  him  an  Initial  deposit 
of  at  least  25  percent  of  the  “minimum  pro 
rata  charter  price”  (discussed  below)  specl- 
fled  in  the  contract.  The  number  of  persons 
on  this  flled  list  must  be  equal  to  at  least 
90  percent  of  the  number  of  seats  which  the 
contract  specifies  will  be  occupied  by  “char¬ 
ter  participants.”*  When  the  flight  is  per¬ 
formed,  the  number  of  charter  participants 
can  be  no  greater  than  the  number  of  names 
on  the  filed  list  and  the  number  of  partici¬ 
pants  not  included  In  that  list  cannot  be 
greater  than  15  percent  of  the  number  of 
names  on  the  list. 

Pro  rata  charter  price.  The  “minimum  pro 
rata  charter  price,”  which  must  be  set  forth 
in  the  contract,  is  an  amount  equal  to  the 
total  charter  cost  for  all  seats  covered  by  the 
contract,  divided  by  the  maximum  number 
of  charter  participants,  plus  the  charter 
organizer’s  “service  charge”  (discussed  be¬ 
low)  . 

Example  1.  A  charter  contract  covers  123 
seats  (of  which  3  seats  are  for  tour  conduc- 
tOTs) .  ’Ihe  total  contract  price  is  $12,000,  and 
the  organizer  is  to  be  paid  a  $10  “service 
charge”  by  each  passenger  other  than  a  tour 
conductor.  The  “minimum  pro  rata  charter 
price”  is  $110  ($12,000  divided  by  120,  plus 
$10  for  the  service  charge). 

If  all  the  seats  intended  tat  participants 
are  sold,*  fully  paid  for,  and  no  refunds  are 
made,  then  the  minimum  pro  rata  charter 
price  will  be  the  actual  price  which  ecich 
charter  participant  will  pay,  unless  the  total 
charter  price  is  Increased  by  application  of  a 
new  tariff.  However,  if  not  all  the  seats  in¬ 
tended  for  participants  are  sold,  or  the  total 
charter  price  is  Increased,  or  if  a  participant 
defaults  (or  refund  is  made  because  of  the 
death  or  Illness  of  a  participant),  then  the 
pro  rata  price  of  each  participant  must  be 
increased  accordingly.  In  order  to  limit  the 
liability  of  the  remaining  participants  for  an 
increase  in  the  pro  rata  charter  price,  the 
Board  has  provided  for  a  “maximum  pro  rata 
charter  price,”  which  is  20  percent  more  than 
the  minimum.  ’The  minimum  pro  rata  charter 
price,  together  with  the  pro  rata  share  of  any 
unsold  seats  Intended  for  sale  to  participants 
and  of  any  lawful  Increase  of  the  total 
charter  price,  must  be  paid  In  full  by  each 
charter  participant  no  later  than  the  60th 
day  before  the  scheduled  date  of  flight  de¬ 
parture.  The  charter  organizer  must  deter¬ 
mine,  no  later  than  45  days  before  the  sched¬ 
uled  departure  date,  whether  pro  rata  shares 


!  'The  charter  contract  and  other  docu¬ 
ments  are  to  be  filed  no  earlier  than  90  days, 
and  no  later  than  60  days,  before  the  sched¬ 
uled  date  of  departure.  ’Thus,  for  example, 
if  a  TGC  is  scheduled  to  depart  on  October 
30,  1974,  this  filing  may  be  made  no  earlier 
than  August  1,  1974  and  no  later  than  Sep¬ 
tember  3,  1974.  (Since  the  60th  day  prior 
to  the  scheduled  departure  is  August  31, 1974, 
a  Saturday,  the  filing  deadline  is  extended  to 
the  next  business  day,  September  3rd,  which 
Is  only  57  days  prior  to  departure.) 

*'rhe  only  other  authorized  passengers  on 
the  charter  flight  are  tour  conductors,  whose 
seats  are  paid  for  by  the  charter  participants, 
but  these  conductors  may  be  carried  only 
when  ground  arrangements  are  required  as 
part  of  the  TGC  package.  'The  number  of  tour 
conductors  must  be  specified  in  the  contract 
and  may  not  exceed  one  for  each  40  seats. 

*If  less  than  90  percent  of  the  seats  In¬ 
tended  for  participants  are  sold  prldr  to  the 
deadline  for  filing  the  contract,  then  the 
charter  must  be  canceled  and  all  moneys  re¬ 
funded. 


of  the  unsold  seats  and  of  the  lawfully  In¬ 
creased  charter  price,  defaults  and  refunds 
would  result  In  increasing  each  remaining 
participant’s  share  beyond  the  “maximum.” 

If  they  would,  then  the  charter  must  be  can¬ 
celed;  otherwise  each  remaining  participant 
must  pay  the  Increased  “adjusted  pro  rata 
price.”  * 

Example  2.  The  minimum  price  is  $110 
(computed  as  shown  In  example  1).  The 
maximum  to  which  each  remaining  partic¬ 
ipant’s  price  may  be  Increased  Is  $132. 

Cancellations  and  refunds.  A.  Each  partic¬ 
ipant  is  entitled  to  a  full  refund  of  all  pay¬ 
ments  if  a  TGC  is  canceled  for  any  of  the 
following  reasons; 

1.  ’The  predeparture  deadline  for  filing 
documents  with  the  Board  Is  not  met. 

2.  ’The  charter  organizer’s  authority  is  sus¬ 
pended  by  the  Board. 

3.  ’The  charter  organizer’s  surety  bond  is 
canceled  and  there  is  no  replacement  made 
which  is  satisfactory  to  the  Board. 

4.  An  air  carrier  cancels  the  charter  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  terms  of  the  charter  contract. 

5.  ’The  TOC  Is  for  less  than  the  entire 
ciqiacity  of  an  aircraft  and  the  remaining 
capacity  of  the  aircraft  is  not  chartered  to 
one  c»  more  persons  eligible  under  the 
Board’s  rules. 

E.  If  a  TGC  Is  canceled  because,  as  a  result 
of  unsold  seats,  a  lawful  Increase  of  the 
total  charter  price,  defaults  or  refunds,  the 
adjusted  pro  rata  price  would  have  to  be  in¬ 
creased  beyond  the  maximum,  then  each 
participant  not  In  default  Is  entitled  to  a 
full  refund.  Those  participants  whose  de¬ 
faults  necessitated  the  cancellation  are  en¬ 
titled  to  have  refunded  only  payments  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  their  Initial  25  percent  deposit;  but 
the  25  percent  deposit  itself  may  be  retained 
as  liquidated  damages  for  the  organizer 
and/or  the  air  carrier.  (Death  or  Illness  of  a 
participant  bef(»e  the  adjusted  pro  rata 
price  Is  computed  does  not  constitute  a  de¬ 
fault  and,  in  such  cases,  full  refund  is  to  be 
made.) 

C.  Until  90  days  prior  to  the  scheduled 
flight  departure  date  (or  until  such  later 
date  as  may  be  specified  in  the  contract  with 
the  organizer  for  the  filing  of  the  final  con¬ 
tracts)  ,  any  participant  may  give  written  no¬ 
tice  to  the  organizer  that  he  wishes  to  with¬ 
draw  from  the  group,  regardless  of  his 
reasons,  and  he  is  then  entitled  to  a  full  re¬ 
fund  of  all  payments. 

Example  3.  On  July  6,  1974,  John  Jones 
signs  a  contract  with  an  organizer  and  pays 
a  25  percent  deposit  for  a  TGC  scheduled  to 
depart  from  New  York  to  London  on  Octo¬ 
ber  18,  1974.  ’The  90th  day  prior  to  flight  de¬ 
parture  is  July  20,  1974  (which  Is  a  Satur¬ 
day).  Until  the  next  regular  business  day, 
July  22,  1974,  Mr.  Jones  Is  entitled  to  give 
the  organizer  written  notice  of  his  decision 
to  withdraw,  without  cause  or  explanation, 
and  to  receive  a  full  refund. 

Assignments.  Although  a  participant’s  ini¬ 
tial  25  percent  deposit  is  nonrefundable  (ex¬ 
cept  for  death  or  Illness)  after  a  TOC  con¬ 
tract  has  been  filed,  bis  Interest  in  the  ’TGC 
may  be  assigned  at  any  time  to  any  other 
person,  but  no  more  than  an  aggregate  of 
15  percent  of  the  original  i>articlpants  may 
assign  their  Interests,  and  no  profit  may  bo 
made  by  the  assignor.  ’To  assure  that  these 
conditions  are  complied  with,  assignments 
may  be  made  only  through  the  organizer. 
For  performing  this  function,  the  organizer 
may  charge  a  transfer  fee  in  an  amount 
specified  In  his  contract,  but  not  to  exceed 


*  Once  this  “adjusted  pro  rata  price”  is 
computed,  there  can  be  no  further  Increase 
In  the  pro  rata  price.  However,  there  may  be 
a  subsequent  decrease  in  price,  as  a  result  of 
late  payments  by  delinquent  participants  or 
as  a  result  of  assignments. 
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6  percent  of  the  “minimum  pro  rata  charter 
price.” 

'Service  charge.  In  arranging  air  trans¬ 
portation  for  a  TOO,  the  organizer  acts  as 
agent  of  the  participants  and  not  fear  any 
direct  air  carrier.  He  is  therefore  not  per¬ 
mitted  to  receive  any  commission,  fee  or 
other  compensation  from  any  direct  air  car¬ 
rier.  As  agent  for  the  participants,  ho  Is 
permitted  to  rcteelve  from  them  a  service 
charge  (in  addition  to  any  transfer  fees  ho 
may  earn  for  arranging  assignments).  The 
Board  does  not  set  any  maximum  or  mlnl- 
miun  amoimt  for  a  service  charge.  However, 
the  amount  of  the  service  charge  must  be 
clearly  set  forth,  as  a  separate  item,  in  the 
organizer’s  solicitation  material  and  in  his 
contract,  and  the  service  charge  must  be 
equal  to  all  participants. 

(Secs.  204,  401,  402,  407,  416,  1001,  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  72  Stat. 
743,  754  (as  amended) ,  767,  766,  771,  and  788; 
(49  U.S.C.  1324,  1371,  1372,  1377,  1386,  1481)) 

By  the  CJivil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland,® 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.74-18811  Filed  8-14-74;8;45  am) 


Title  17 — Commodity  and  Securities 
Exchanges 

CHAPTER  I— COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  AU¬ 
THORITY  (INCLUDING  COMMODITY 
EXCHANGE  COMMISSION),  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

PART  I— GENERAL  REGULATIONS  UNDER 
THE  COMMODITY  EXCHANGE  ACT 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Correction 

In  PR  Doc.  74-18299  appearing  at  page 
28619  in  the  issue  of  Friday,  August  9, 
1974,  the  eighth  line  in  the  first  column 
reading  “ager  of  the  association.  No  per¬ 
son”  should  appear  as  set  forth  below: 
“ager  of  the  association. 

§  1.7  Registration  required  of  futures 
commission  merchants. 

No  person” 


Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban 
Development 

CHAPTER  II— OFFICE  OF  ASSISTANT  SEC- 
REl'ARY  FOR  HOUSING  PRODUCTION 
AND  MORTGAGE  CREDIT— FEDERAL 
HOUSING  COMMISSIONER,  (FEDERAL 
HOUSING  ADMINISTRATION),  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

[Docket  No.  B-74-233]. 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL 
PART  200— INTRODUCTION 
Subpart  H — Enforcement  Remedies 

MUL-UFAMILY  PREVIOUS  PARTICIPATION 

Review  and  Clearance 
On  August  20, 1973,  the  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development’s  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  relating  to  Previous 
Participation  Review  and  Clearance  pro¬ 
cedures  were  published  In  the  Federal 
Register.  Interested  persons  were  af- 


•Mlnettl  and  West,  members,  concurring 
and  dissenting  and  filing  statement  as  part 
of  original  dociunent. 


forded  an  opportunity  to  submit  com¬ 
ments  thereon.  The  Department  received 
seven  responses  to  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tions,  all  of  which  were  seriously  consid¬ 
ered.  Three  changes  have  been  incorpo¬ 
rated  in  the  regulations  as  a  result.  They 
are  as  follows: 

1.  In  §  200.212,  the  requirement  for  ap¬ 
proval  of  and  disclosure  by  limited  part¬ 
ners  is  amended  to  include  limited  part¬ 
ners  having  a  25  percent  or  more  inter¬ 
est  in  the  organization  rather  than  the 
proposed  ten  percent  interest: 

2.  In  §  200.213,  the  withholding  of  ac¬ 
tion  when  an  audit  has  been  requested 
has  been  Eunended  to  be  within  the  dis¬ 
cretion  of  the  Director,  rather  than  be¬ 
ing  mandatory  as  proposed ; 

3.  In  §  200.214,  it  is  specified  that  a 
project  is  not  necessarily  disqualified 
upon  the  disapproval  of  a  single  prin¬ 
cipal,  but  that  the  project  may  be  ap¬ 
proved  If  it  is  otherwise  acceptable  and 
able  to  proceed  without  the  participation 
of  the  disapproved  principal. 

The  Department  received  several  com¬ 
ments  concerning  cured  defaults  on  in¬ 
sured  mortgages  as  a  reason  for  disap¬ 
proval.  However,  no  change  in  §  200.214 
(c)(1)  (iii)  has  been  made,  because  the 
word  “defaults”  in  that  section  refers 
to  existing  defaults  on  mortgages  and 
does  not  include  defaults  that  have  been 
cured. 

In  addition,  the  Department  received 
several  comments  of  a  technical  nature, 
suggesting  changes  that  were  deemed 
inappropriate. 

The  regulations  are  therefore  amended 
as  follows: 

1.  The  Table  of  Contents  for  Part  200 
is  amended  to  include  the  following 
imder  Subpart  H : 

Previous  Participation  Review  and 
Clearance  ' 

Sec. 

200.210  Applicability  of  procedure. 

200.211  Previous  participation  certificate. 

200.212  Definition  of  principal. 

200.213  Determination  by  Director,  Partici¬ 

pation  Control  Staff. 

200.214  Determination  by  Multifamily  Par¬ 

ticipation  Review"  Committee. 

200.215  Notice  of  disapproval. 

200.216  Reconsideration. 

200.217  Appeal. 

200.218  Effect  of  procedure. 

Authority:  Sec.  7(d),  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  (42  U.S.C. 
3535(d)). 

2.  A  new  section  entitled  Previous  Par¬ 
ticipation  Review  and  Clearance  shall  be 
added  to  Part  200  Subpart  H  as  follows: 

Previous  Participation  Review  and 
Clearance 

§  200.210  Applicability  of  procedure. 

The  Previous  Participation  Review  and 
(Clearance  procedure  set  forth  in 
§5  200.211  through  200.218  is  applicable 
to  every  project  to  be  financed  with  a 
mortgage  Insured  imder  the  National 
Housing  Act  and  with  respect  to  every 
purchase  of  a  project  subject  to  a  mort¬ 
gage  insured  under  the  National  Housing 
Act.  The  procedure  does  not  apply  to  any 
other  Department  programs  in  which  a 
previous  participation  certificate  may  be 
required. 


§  200.21 1  Previous  participation  certif¬ 
icate. 

(a)  A  previous  participation  certifi¬ 
cate,  on  a  form  prescribed  by  the  Com¬ 
missioner,  shall  be  filed  with  respect  to 
every  project  to  be  financed  with  a  mort¬ 
gage  insured  under  the  National  Hous¬ 
ing  Act  and  with  respect  to  every  pur¬ 
chase  of  a  project  subject  to  a  mortgage 
insured  under  the  National  Housing  Act. 
The  certificate  must  be  filed  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant  with  the  Request  for  Feasibility 
Analysis  or  Application  for  Project  Mort¬ 
gage  Insurance,  Application  for  Transfer 
of  Physical  Assets  or  Bid  to  P’urchase  a 
Secretary- Owned  Project.  The  certificate 
shall  be  executed  by  each  of  the  prin¬ 
cipals  involved  in  the  project. 

(b)  Each  person  who  executes  the 
certificate  shall,  by  such  execution, 
certify: 

(1)  That  the  persons  executing  the 
certificate  are  the  only  principals  in¬ 
volved  in  the  project  or  that  any  prin¬ 
cipal  who  has  not  executed  the  certificate 
has  filed  a  separate  certificate  for  the 
project: 

(2)  That  he  has  listed  every  HUD 
project  in  which  he  has  participated  or 
had  any  interest;  and 

(3)  That  no  project  In  which  he  has 
participated  or  has  had  any  interest  was 
ever  in  default  or  received  mortgage 
relief,  except  as  shown  in  the  certificate. 

§  200.212  Definition  of  principal. 

For  the  purpose  of  filing  a  previous 
participation  certificate  imder  §  200.211, 
the  term  “principal”  includes  individuals, 
corporations,  joint  ventures  and  partner¬ 
ships  having  any  interest  in  a  project  or 
participating  as  a  sponsor,  owner,  gen¬ 
eral  contractor,  project  manager  or 
management  agent,  and  packager  or  con¬ 
sultant.  The  term  “principal”  also  in¬ 
cludes  architects  and  attorneys  who  have 
any  interest  in  the  project  other  than  an 
arms-length  fee  arrangement  for  profes¬ 
sional  services.  If  the  principal  is  a 
partnership  or  a  corporation,  the  term 
also  includes  all  general  partners  and  all 
limited  partners  having  a  25  percent  or 
more  interest  in  the  organlzatiim  or  all 
corporate  ofllcers  and  directors  and  all 
stockholders  having  a  10  percent  or  more 
interest  in  the  organization. 

§  200.213  Determination  by  Director, 
Participation  Control  Staff. 

(a)  Approval.  The  Director,  Participa¬ 
tion  Control  Staff,  shall,  conslstait  with 
the  authority  delegated  to  him  by 
§  200.59a,  approve  projects  upon  a  deter¬ 
mination  that  there  is  no  information 
concerning  past  HUD  program  experi¬ 
ence  involving  the  previous  participation 
of  the  principals  that  is  not  clearly  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  acceptability  of  new 
proposals  involving  their  iMirticipation. 
The  Director,  Participation  Control  Staff, 
may  also  approve  a  project  following  the 
disapproval  of  a  principal  thereof:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  he  determines  that  the  proj¬ 
ect  is  otherwise  acceptable  and  able  to 
proceed  without  the  participation  of  the 
disapproved  principal. 

(b)  Withholding  of  action.  The  Direc¬ 
tor,  Participation  Control  Staff,  may 
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withhold  action  pending  resolution  of 
any  of  the  following  circumstances: 

(1)  When  an  authorized  HUD  official 
has  requested  an  audit  of  a  principal  or 
of  a  project  in  which  a  principal  has  par¬ 
ticipated  and  the  audit  has  not  yet  been 
completed. 

(2)  When  an  audit  contains  adverse 
findings  that  have  not  been  satisfactorily 
resolved. 

In  addition,  the  Director,  Participation 
Control  Staff,  may  withhold  action  for 
such  other  causes  as  may  be  authorized 
by  the  Multifamily  Participation  Review 
Committee. 

(c)  Disapproval.  The  Director,  Partici¬ 
pation  Control  Staff,  shall  disapprove  a 
project  with  respect  to  the  participation 
of  a  principal  under  the  following  cir¬ 
cumstances: 

(1)  When  the  principal  has  been  re¬ 
fused  the  benefits  of  participation  imder 
section  512  of  the  National  Housing  Act 
and  S§  200.190  through  200.194  or  is  the 
subject  of  an  Unsatisfactory  Risk  Deter¬ 
mination  under  §  §  200.200  through  200.- 
202  or  debarment  or  suspension  under 
Part  24  of  this  title. 

(2)  When  a  principal  who  has  previ¬ 
ously  been  disapproved  for  participa¬ 
tion  submits  a  new  proposal  and  there 
has  been  no  change  in  the  cause  for  dis¬ 
approval  and  no  request  for  reconsidera¬ 
tion. 

(d)  Referral  to  Multifamily  Participa¬ 
tion  Review  Committee.  Whenever  the 
Director,  Participation  Control  Staff, 
cannot  make  a  determination  of  a  csise 
imder  paragraphs  (a)  through  (c)  of 
this  section,  he  shall  refer  the  case  to  the 
Multifamily  Participation  Review  Com¬ 
mittee,  together  with  all  available  infor¬ 
mation  and  his  recommendation  of  the 
action  to  be  taken. 

§  200.214  Detei'iniiiiition  by  Mullifamily 
Participation  Kcvien  Committer. 

The  Multifamily  Participation  Review 
Committee  shall,  consistent  with  its  func¬ 
tions  as  described  in  §  200.93  of  this  part, 
make  one  of  the  following  determina¬ 
tions: 

(a)  Approval.  The  Multifamily  Partici¬ 
pation  Review  Committee  shall  approve 
projects  upon  a  determination  that  there 
is  no  information  concerning  past  HUD 
program  experience  Involving  the  previ¬ 
ous  participation  of  the  principals  that 
is  not  consistent  with  the  acceptability  of 
new  proposals  involving  their  participa¬ 
tion.  The  Multifamily  Participation  Re¬ 
view  Committee  may  also  approve  a  proj¬ 
ect  following  the  disapproval  of  a  prin¬ 
cipal  thereof:  Provided,  That  it  deter¬ 
mines  that  the  project  is  otherwise  ac¬ 
ceptable  and  able  to  proceed  without  the 
participation  of  the  disapproved  prin¬ 
cipal. 

(b)  Withholding  of  action.  The  Multi- 
family  Participation  Review  Committee 
may  withhold  action  when  a  principal  is 
the  subject  of  an  HUD  or  other  govern¬ 
mental  investigation  and  the  available 
information  indicates  that  the  investiga¬ 
tion,  upon  completion,  may  disclose  ad¬ 
verse  information  of  the  nature  described 
in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section  or  may 


result  in  the  application  of  any  of  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  actions  described  in 
i  200.213(c)  (1).  In  addition,  the  Multi¬ 
family  Participation  Review  Committee 
may,  when  adverse  information  of  the 
nature  described  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
section  exists,  withhold  action  pending 
correction  of  the  deficiencies. 

(c)  Disapproval.  (1)  The  Multifamily 
Participation  Review  CX>mmittee  may 
disapprove  a  project  when  the  following 
adverse  information  exists  in  connection 
with  any  HUD  project  in  which  a  prin¬ 
cipal  has  previously  participated,  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  Committee  may  consider 
mitigating  circumstances  in  making  a 
determination: 

(i)  Improper  distribution  of  project 
funds,  diversion  of  project  income,  un¬ 
funded  security  deposits  or  any  other  use 
of  project  assets  contrary  to  HUD  re¬ 
quirements  that  has  not  been  corrected 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Committee  at 
the  time  of  its  consideration; 

(ii)  Violation  of  regulatory  agreement 
or  noncompliance  with  any  other  obliga¬ 
tion  to  HUD  that  has  not  been  corrected 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Committee  at 
the  time  of  its  consideration; 

(iii)  One  or  more  foreclosures  or  de¬ 
faults  on  an  insured  mortgage  or  mort¬ 
gages,  except  when  caused  by  circum¬ 
stances  beyond  the  principal’s  control. 

(iv)  Any  serious  violation  of  HUD 
regulations; 

(V)  Other  noncompliance  with  pro¬ 
gram  requirements  in  any  HUD 
program. 

'  (2)  The  Multifamily  Participation  Re¬ 
view  Committee  may  also  disapprove  a 
project  when  the  following  adverse  in¬ 
formation  exists  in  connection  with  a 
principal; 

(1)  A  United  States  Attorney  has  ad¬ 
vised  the  Department  that  prosecution 
of  the  principal  for  a  felony  is  imminent 
or  probable; 

(ii)  Failure  to  respond  to  HUD  inquir¬ 
ies  or  instructions; 

(iii)  Failure  to  disclose  previous  par¬ 
ticipation. 

§  200.215  Notice  of  diMippro\al. 

(a)  Whenever  a  proposed  project  is 
disapproved,  the  Previous  Participation 
Review  Officer  shall  give  written  notice 
of  the  disapproval  to  the  area  or  insur¬ 
ing  office.  The  notice  shaU  set  forth  the 
reasons  for  disapproval. 

(b)  The  area  or  insuring  office  shall 
give  written  notice  of  the  disapproval 
to  the  applicant  and  to  each  principal 
whose  participation  was  disapproved. 
The  notice  to  the  principal  whose  par¬ 
ticipation  was  disapproved  shall  set 
forth  reasons  for  disapproval. 

§  200.216  Reconsideration. 

A  principal  w^hose  participaton  in  a 
proposed  project  has  been  disapproved 
may  request  reconsideration  by  the 
Multifamily  Participation  Review  Com¬ 
mittee.  Such  request  shall  be  made  in 
writing  and  shall  contain  a  statement 
fully  setting  forth  the  action  taken  by 
the  principal  to  correct  the  causes  that 
led  to  his  disapproval. 


§  200.217  Appeal. 

A  principal  whose  participation  in  a 
proposed  project  has  been  disapproved 
and  whose  request  for  reconsideration 
has  resulted  in  confirmatiem  of  the  dis¬ 
approval  may  appeal  under  §  24.10  of 
this  title. 

§  200.218  Effect  of  procedure. 

Approval  or  disapproval  of  principals,  ' 
under  §§  200.210  through  200.217,  shall 
not  be  considered  as  determinative  of 
the  feasibility  of  a  project  or  its  accepta¬ 
bility  for  mortgage  insurance  purposes 
except  as  to  the  participation  of  such 
principals  in  the  project. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  as  of  September  16,  1974. 

Sheldon  B.  Lttbar, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing 
Production  and  Mortgage 
Credit,  Federal  Housing  Com¬ 
missioner. 

IFR  Doc.74-18803  PUed  8-14-74; 8; 46  am] 

[Docket  No.  R-74-a83] 

DEBENTURE  INTEREST  RATES 
Mortgage  insurance 

The  following  amendments  have  been 
made  to  this  chapter  to  change  the  de¬ 
benture  Interest  rate.  The  Secretary  has 
determined  that  advance  publication 
and  notice  and  public  procedure  are  un¬ 
necessary  since  the  debenture  Interest 
rate  is  set  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  in  accordance  with  a  procedure  es¬ 
tablished  by  statute  and  that  said  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Accordingly,  Chapter  n  is  amended  as 
follows; 

PART  203— MUTUAL  MORTGAGE  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  AND  INSURED  HOME  IMPROVE¬ 
MENT  LOANS 

1.  Section  203.405  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  203.405  Debenture  interest  rate. 

Debentures  diall  bear  Interest  from 
the  date  of  issue,  payable  semiannually 
<m  the  first  day  of  January  and  the  first 
day  of  July  of  each  year  at  the  rate  in 
effect  as  of  the  date  the  commitment  was 
Issued,  or  as  of  the  date  the  mortgage 
w'as  endorsed  for  Insurance,  whichever 
rate  is  higher.  The  following  interest 
rates  are  effective  for  the  dates  listed : 


Effective  rate  (percent) 

On  or  after— 

Prior  to — 

AH . . 

..  Jan. 

1, 1971 

Jnly 

1,1971 

6H . 

..  July 

1.1971 

Jan. 

1,1972 

AH . 

..  Jan. 

1, 1972 

July 

1, 1972 

6H . 

..  July 

1,1972 

Jan. 

1, 1973 

6H . - . 

..  Jan. 

1,1973 

July 

1,1973 

6 . . 

..  J^y 

1, 1973 

Jan. 

1,1974 

AH . . 

—  Jan. 

i;i974 

July 

1.1974 

. 

..  July 

1,1974 

(Sec.  all,  68  Stat.  23;  12  U.S.C.  1716b.  Inter¬ 
prets  or  applies  sec.  208,  62  Stat.  10,  as 
amended;  12  UjS.C.  1700) 


2.  Section  203.479  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 
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§  203.479  Debenture  interest  rate. 

Debentiu-es  shall  bear  interest  from  the 
date  of  Issue,  payable  semiannually  on 
the  first  day  of  January  and  the  first 
day  of  July  of  eadb  year  at  the  rate  In 
effect  as  of  the  date  the  commitment 
was  Issued,  or  as  of  the  date  the  loan  was 
endorsed  for  Insurance,  whichever  rate 
Is  the  hlg-her.  The  following  Interest 
rates  are  effective  for  the  dates  listed: 


Effective  rate  (percent)  On  or  after—  Prior  to — 


Jsa; 

1, 1971 

July 

1,1971 

July 

1, 1971 

L1972 

— - 

Jan; 

1,1972 

July 

1,1972 

Jnly 

L1972 

Jan; 

1,1973 

--  - - — . — — 

Jan. 

1, 1973 

July 

1, 1973 

A  —  —  — - - 

July 

1, 1971 

Jan; 

L1974 

Jan. 

L1974 

1,1974 

July 

1,1974 

B/L- . . 

(Sec.  211,  B2  Stat  23;  12  TJ5.C.  1716b,  Inter¬ 
prets  or  applies  sec.  203,  52  Stat.  10,  as 
amended;  12  UJ5.C.  1709) 

PART  207— MULTIFAMILY  HOUSING 
MORTGAGE  INSURANCE 

In  S  207.259  paragraph  (e)  (6)  Is 
amended  to  recUl  as  follows: 

§  207.259  Insurance  benefits. 


Effective  rate  (pereent)  On  or  aftet^  Prior  to — 


Jan,  1,1871  July  1,1971 

_ - _ _ _ July  1, 1971  Jan.  1, 1972 

. -  Jan.  L 1972  July  1, 1972 

6J^ . July  1, 1972  Jan.  1, 1973 

_ : _ Jan.  1, 1973  July  1, 1973 

6 . . July  1,1973  Jan.  1,1974 

_ _ _ _ Jan.  1, 1974  July  1, 1974 

•Ji. . . . . July  1, 1974  . 


(Sec,  211,  62  Stat.  23;  12  U.S.C.  1716b.  Inter¬ 
prets  or  applies  sec.  220,  68  Stat.  596,  as 
amended;  12  n.S.C.  1715k) 

Effective  date:  July  1, 1974. 

Sheldon  B.  Lubar, 
Assistant  Secretary-Commis¬ 
sioner  for  Housing  Production 
and  Mortgage  Credit. 

Thomas  G.  Cody, 
Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration. 
[PR  Doc.74r-18682  Filed  a-14r-74;8:45  am] 


Title  26 — Internal  Revenue 

PART  1 — INCOME  TAX;  TAXABLE  YEARS 
BEGINNING  AFTER  DECEMBER  31,  1953 

SUBCHAPTER  F— PROCEDURE  AND 
ADMINISTRATION 


Newly  Covered  Employment  in  the  Virgin 
Islands,  referred  to  the  Committee  the 
question  of  the  minimum  rate  or  rates 
of  wages  to  be  paid  under  section  6(c) 
of  the  Act  to  employees  in  the  industry, 
and  gave  notice  of  a  hearing  to  be  held 
by  the  Committee. 

Subsequent  to  an  investigation  and  a 
hearing  conducted  pursuant  to  the  no¬ 
tice,  the  Committee  has  filed  with  the 
Administrator  of  the  Wage  and  Hour  Di¬ 
vision  of  the  Department  of  Labor  a  re¬ 
port  containing  its  findings  of  fact  and 
recommendations  with  respect  to  the 
matters  referred  to  it. 

Accordingly,  as  authorized  and  re¬ 
quired  by  section  8  the  Pair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938,  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  6  of  1950,  and  29  CPR  511.18, 
the  recommendations  <rf  Industry  Com¬ 
mittee  No.  15  are  hereby  published,  add¬ 
ing  paragraph  (c)  to  §  694.1  of  Title  29, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  To  effec¬ 
tuate  the  changes  made  by  the  1974 
Amendments,  Including  the  Increase  in 
wage  rates  and  the  elimination  of  the 
hotel  and  motel  classification  and  restau¬ 
rant  and  food  service  classification,  para¬ 
graphs  (b)  and  (c)  are  revised  and  to 
simplify  §  694.2  editorially,  the  latter  is 


•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  Issuance  of  debentures.  •  •  • 

(6)  Bear  Interest  from  the  date  of  Is- 
enie,  payable  semiannually  on  the  first 
day  of  J&nuary  and  first  day  of  July  of 
each  year  at  the  rate  in  effect  as  of  the 
date  the  commitment  was  issued,  or  as  of 
the  date  of  imtiaJ  insurance  endorsement 
of  the  mortgage,  whichever  rate  is  the 
higher.  Ihe  following  Interest  rates  are 
effecttve  for  the  dates  listed: 


Effective  rata  (peroeoit) 

On  or  alter— 

Prior  to— 

_ 

Jan; 

1,1971 

Jnly 

1,M71 

July 

1.1971 

1.1972 

1.1972 

Jail] 

July 

1.1972 

1.1973 

^ - - — 

i;i97S 

1.1973 

Jan; 

1.1973 

Jnly 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

July 

1.1973 

Jani 

1,1974 

6^.  .. 

Jani; 

July 

L1974 

1.1974 

July 

i;i974 

BH  1.::= 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  211,  62  Stat.  23;  12  UJ3.C.  1716b.  Inter- 
pretB  at  appUes  see.  207,  62  Stat.  16,  as 
amended;  12  UJ3.C.  1718) 

PART  220— URBAN  RENEWAL  MORT¬ 
GAGE  INSURANCE  AND  INSURED  IM¬ 
PROVEMENT  LOANS 

Section  220.830  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

S  220.830  Debenture  interest  rate. 

Debentures  shall  bear  interest  fnxn 
the  date  of  Issue,  payable  semi-annually 
on  the  first  day  of  January  and  the  first 
day  of  July  of  each  year  at  the  rate  In 
effect  as  of  the  date  the  commitment 
was  Issued,  or  as  of  the  date  the  loan 
was  endorsed  for  insurance,  whichever 
rate  Is  higher.  Tbe  following  Interest 
rates  are  effective  for  the  dates  listed: 


[TD.  7320] 

PART  301— PROCEDURE  AND 
ADMINISTRATION 

Innocent  Spouses;  Correction 

On  Tuesday,  August  6,  1974,  Treasury 
Decision  7320  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (39  FR  28278). 

The  following  corrections  are  .made : 

(1)  Par.  4.  S  301.6653-1  (column  two. 
page  28279) ,  should  be  corrected  to  read 
as  follows:  “Section  301.6653-1  is 
amended  by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (f ) 
following  paragraph  (e)  to  reiul  as 
follows”. 

(2)  Section  301.6653-1  (column  two, 
page  28279),  par.  (d)  should  be  redesig¬ 
nated  “(f)”. 

James  F.  Dring, 

Director, 

Legislation  and  Regulations  Division. 
[PR  Doc.74-18729  FUed  8-14-74;  8;  46  am] 


Title  29— Labor 

CHAPTER  V— WAGE  AND  HOUR  DIVISION. 
DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

PART  694— MINIMUM  WAGE  RATES  IN 
INDUSTRIES  IN  THE  VIRGIN  ISLANDS 

Wage  Order  and  Increases  in  Wage  Rates 

Pursuant  to  sections  5,  6,  and  8  of  the 
Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938  (52 
Stat.  1062,  1064,  as  amended;  29  U.S.C. 
205,  206,  208)  including  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Amendments  of  1974  (Pub.  L. 
93-259  ;  84  Stat.  35) ,  and  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  6  of  1950  (3  CFR 1949-53  Comp., 
p.  1004),  and  by  mesms  of  Admlnlstra- 
tlye  Order  No.  632.(39  FR  19948),  the 
Secretary  of  Labor  appointed  and  con¬ 
vened  Industry  Committee  Na  15  for 


amended. 

As  revised  §  694.1  reads  as  follows: 

§  694.1  Wage  rates. 

Every  employer  shall  pay  to  each  of 
his  employees  in  the  Vir^  Islands,  who 
in  any  workweek  is  engaged  in  com¬ 
merce  or  in  the  production  of  goods  for 
commerce  or  is  employed  in  any  enter¬ 
prise  engaged  In  commerce  or  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  goods  for  comm^ce  or  is  em- 
Idoyed  in  domestic  service,  as  these  terms 
are  defined  in  section  3  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938,  wages  at  a  rate 
not  less  than  the  minimum  rate  or  rates 
of  wages  prescribed  In  this  section  for 
the  classification  in  which  such  employee 
is  engaged.  However,  the  provisions  of 
this  wage  order  shall  not  apidy  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  minimum  wage  rate  of  any 
employee  employed  in  the  Virgin  Islands 
by  the  United  States  or  by  the  govern¬ 
ment  of  the  Virgin  Islands,  by  an  estab¬ 
lishment  which  Is  a  hotel.  moteL  or  res¬ 
taurant,  or  by  any  retail  or  service  estab¬ 
lishment  which  employed  such  employee 
primarily  In  connection  with  the  prep¬ 
aration  or  offering  of  food  and  beverages 
for  human  consumption,  either  on  the 
premises,  or  by  such  services  as  catering, 
banquet,  box  lunch,  or  curb  or  coimter 
service,  to  the  public,  to  employees,  or  to 
members  or  guest  of  members  of  clubs. 
The  minimum  wage  rate  of  such  an  em¬ 
ployee  shall  be  determined  under  the 
Fair  Labor’Standards  Act  of  1938  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  minimum  wage  rate 
for  employees  employed  in  the  50  States 
is  determined. 

(a)  The  pre-1966  coverage  classifica¬ 
tion,  (1)  The  minimum  waige  for  this 
classification  is  $1.75  an  hour  effective 
May  1, 1974;  $1.90  an  hour  effective  May 
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1,  1975:  $2.05  an  hour  effective  May  1. 
1976;  $2.20  an  hour  effective  May  1, 1977; 
and  $2.30  an  hour  elective  May  1,  1978. 

(2)  This  classlflcation  Includes  all 
activities  of  employees  in  the  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands  which  were  within  the  purview  of 
section  6  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Act  of  1938  prior  to  the  effective  date  of 
the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Amendments 
of  1966. 

(b)  1966  coverage  classifications.  The 
classifications  in  this  paragraph  (b)  In¬ 
clude  only  those  activities  of  employees 
in  the  Virgin  Islands  which  were  brought 
within  the  piuriew  of  section  6  of  the 
Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938  by  the 
Fair  Labor  Standards  Amendments  of 
1966  or  by  section  906  of  the  Education 
Amendments  of  1972. 

(I)  The  Agriculture  classification.  (1) 

The  minimum  wage  f(»r  this  classifica¬ 
tion  is  $1.42  an  hour  effective  May  L 
1974;  $1.57  an  hour  effective  May  1. 
1975;  $1.72  an  hour  effective  May  1, 1976; 
$1.87  an  hoiur  effective  May  1,  1977;  $2.02 
an  hour  effective  May  1,  1978;  $2.17  an 
hour  effective  May  1,  1979;  and  $2.30  an 
hour  effective  May  1, 1980. 

(II)  This  classification  is  defined  as 
farming  In  all  its  branches,  including  the 
cultivation  and  tillage  of  the  soil,  dairy¬ 
ing,  ttie  production,  cultivation,  growing, 
and  harvesting  of  any  agricultural  or 
horticultural  commodities,  the  raising  of 
Uvestock,  bees,  fur-bearing  animals,  or 
poultry,  and  any  practices  (including  any 
forestry  or  lumbering  operations)  per¬ 
formed  by  a  farmer  or  on  a  farm  as  an 
incident  to  or  in  conjvmction  with  such 
farming  operations.  Including  the  prep¬ 
aration  for  market,  delivery  to  storage 
or  to  market  or  to  the  carriers  for  trans¬ 
portation  to  market;  processing,  han¬ 
dling,  packing,  storing,  compressinjg,  pas¬ 
teurizing,  dryhig,  preparing  in  their  raw 
or  natural  state,  or  canning  of  agricul¬ 
tural  or  horlcultural  commodities  for 
market,  or  making  cheese  or  butter  or 
other  dairy  products;  the  operation  of  a 
country  elevator,  including  such  an 
establishment  which  sells  products  and 
services  used  in  the  operation  of  a  farm; 
the  ginning  of  cotton  for  market;  and 
the  transportation  and  preparation  for 
transportation  of  fruits  and  vegetables, 
whether  or  not  performed  by  a  farmer, 
from  the  farm  to  a  place  of  first  process¬ 
ing  or  first  marketing. 

(2)  The  general  classification,  (i)  The 
minimum  wage  for  this  classification  is 
$1.75  an  hour  effective  May  1, 1974;  $1.90 
an  hour  effective  May  1,  1975;  $2.05  an 
hour  effective  May  1, 1976;  $2.20  an  horn 
effective  May  1, 1977;  and  $2.30  an  hour 
effective  May  1, 1978. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as  all 
activities  of  employees  in  the  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands,  including  the  activities  of  those 
preschool  employees  which  were  within 
the  purview  of  section  6  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  by  section  906  of  the  Edu¬ 
cation  Amendments  of  1972,  other  than 
those  activities  included  in  the  agricul¬ 
ture  classification  defined  in  subpara¬ 
graph  (1)  of  this  paragraph. 

(c)  The  1974  coverage  classifications. 
The  classifications  in  this  paragraph  (c) 


include  only  those  activities  of  employees 
in  the  Virgin  Islands  which  were 
brought  within  the  purview  of  section  6 
of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938 
by  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1974. 

(I)  The  domestic  service  classification. 

(1)  The  minimum  wage  for  this  classifi¬ 
cation  is  $1.20  an  hour  for  the  period 
ending  April  30,  1975;  $1.32  an  hour  ef¬ 
fective  May  1,  1975;  $1.44  an  hour  effec¬ 
tive  May  1,  1976;  $1.59  an  hour  effective 
May  1, 1977;  $1.74  an  hour  effective  May 
1,  1978;  $1.89  an  hour  effective  May  1. 
1979;  $2.04  an  hour  effective  May  1, 1980; 
$2.19  an  hour  effective  May  1, 1981 ;  and 
$2.30  an  hour  effective  May  1, 1982. 

(II)  This  classification  Is  defined  as 
service  of  a  household  natme  performed 
by  an  employee  In  or  about  the  private 
home  of  the  person  by  whom  he  or  she  Is 
employed.  A  private  home  is  a  fixed  place 
of  abode  or  an  Individual  or  family.  A 
separate  and  distinct  dwelling  main¬ 
tained  by  an  individual  or  a  family  in  an 
apartment  house  or  hotel  may  constitute 
a  private  home.  However,  a  dwelling  pri- 
marfiy  used  as  a  boarding  or  lodging 
house  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  such 
services  to  the  public  as  a  business  enter¬ 
prise  is  not  a  private  home.  Domestic 
service  in  and  about  a  private  home  In¬ 
cludes,  but  is  not  limited  to,  services  per¬ 
formed  by  persons  employed  as  cooks, 
butlers,-  valets,  maids,  housekeepers, 
governesses,  janitors,  laundresses,  care¬ 
takers,  handymen,  gardeners,  footmen, 
grooms  and  chauffeurs. 

(2)  The  motion  -picture  theater  classi¬ 
fication.  (1)  The  minimum  wage  for  this 
classification  is  $1.80  an  hour  for  the 
period  ending  April  30,  1975;  $1.95  an 
hour  effective  May  1, 1975;  $2.10  an  hour 
effective  May  1,  1976;  $2.25  an  hour  ef¬ 
fective  May  1,  1977;  and  $2.30  an  hour 
effective  May  1, 1978. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as  the 
activities  of  employees  of  motion  picture 
theaters. 

(3)  The  retail  and  service  classifica¬ 
tion.  (1)  The  minimum  wage  for  this 
classification  is  $1.70  an  hour  effective 
January  1,  1975;  $1.85  an  hour  effective 
May  1, 1975;  $2.00  an  hour  effective  May 
1,  1976;  $2.15  an  horn  effective  May  1. 
1977;  and  $2.30  an  hour  effective  May  1, 
1978.  (No  minimiun  wage  is  applicable  to 
this  classification  prior  to  January  1, 

1975. ) 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as  the 
activities  of  employees  employed  in  re¬ 
tail  and  service  establishments  that  are 
parts  of  covered  enterprises  and  that 
have  an  annual  volume  of  sales  that  is 
less  than  $250,000  but  not  less  than 
$225,000  after  January  1,  1975,  and  is 
not  less  than  $200,000  after  January  1, 

1976,  and  in  any  amount  after  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1977.  (Retail  smd  service  estab¬ 
lishments  with  $250,000  or  more  in  an¬ 
nual  sales  volume  are  covered  under  the 
pre-1974  provision  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938.) 

As  amended  !  694.2  reads  as  follows: 

§  694.2  Notices. 

Every  employer  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act 


of  1938  shall  post  in  a  conspicuous  place 
In  each  department  of  his  establishment, 
or  establishments,  where  employees  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  act  are  working  such  notices 
as  i^an  be  prescribed  from  time  to  time 
by  the  Administrator  of  the  Wage  and 
Hour  Division  of  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor. 

(Secs.  6,  6,  7,  8,  18,  62  Btat.  1062,  1064;  (29 
UJS.C.  206, 206,  207, 208, 213) ) 

Effective  date.  Except  as  otherwise 
specified,  the  effective  date  of  the  com¬ 
mencement  of  wage  rates  is  August  31. 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  12th 
day  of  August  1974. 

Betty  Southard  Murphy, 
Administrator,  Wage  and  Hour 
Division,  UJS.  Department  of 
Labor. 

[PR  Doc.74-18782  Plied  8-14-74;8:46  am] 


Title  30 — Mineral  Resources 

CHAPTER  I — MINING  ENFORCEMENT 
AND  SAFETY  ADMINISTRATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

SUBCHAPTER  O— COAL  MINE  HEALTH  AND 
SAFETY 

PART  100— CIVIL  PENALTIES  FOR  VIOLA¬ 
TION  OF  THE  FEDERAL  COAL  MINE 
HEALTH  AND  SAFETY  ACT  OF  1969 

Revision  and  Reinstatement  of  Procedures 
for  Informal  Assessment 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-17293  appearing  at  page 
27560  in  the  issue  of  Tuesday,  July  30, 
1974,  the  first  entry  in  the  “Penalty 
Points”  column  of  the  table  at  the  top  of 
the  third  column  reading  “10”  should 
read  “—10”. 


Title  33 — Navigation  and  Navigable  Waters 

CHAPTER  I— COAST  GUARD, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

[CGD  17-74-lR] 

PART  127— SECURITY  ZONES 

Establishment  of  Security  Zone;  Port 
Valdez,  Valdez,  Alaska 

This  amendment  to  the  Coast  Guard’s 
Security  Zone  Regulations,  establishes 
the  waters  adjacent  to  the  mouth  of 
Dayville  Creek  and  inside  Jackson  Point 
as  a  security  zone.  This  security  zone  is 
established  to  protect  shipping  and  pleas¬ 
ure  boaters  from  the  effects  of  blasting 
for  construction  of  the  future  Trans- 
Alaska  Pipeline  System  Terminal. 

This  amendment  is  issued  without 
publication  of  a  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making  and  this  amendment  Is  effective 
Immediately  because  good  cause  exists 
and  public  procedures  on  this  amend¬ 
ment  are  lmpractl(^able  due  to  the  neces¬ 
sity  of  proceeding  in  a  timely  fashion 
with  the  construction  of  the  terminal 
facility  during  the  available  construction 
season. 

In  considerati(m  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
127  of  Title  33  of  the  Code  ol  Federal 
Regulations  Is  amended  by  adding  { 127.- 
1701,  to  read  as  follows: 
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§  127.1701  Port  Valdez,  Valdez,  Alaska, 
The  waters  within  the  following  bound¬ 
ary  is  a  security  zone:  a  line  beginning 
at  the  tip  of  Jackscm  Point  (61-05.4N. 
Latitude,  146-22.7W.  Longitude) ;  thence 
westerly  to  the  tip  of  Saw  Island  (61- 
05.4N.  Latitude,  146-24.2W.  Longitude) ; 
thence  southerly  to  the  shore;  thence 
easterly  following  the  shoreline  to  the 
beginning  point. 

(46  Stat.  220,  as  amended,  S6(b),  80  Stat. 
937  (60  U.S.C.  1191,  49  US.C.  1  1666(b)); 
E.O.  1017S,  K.O.  10277,  E.O.  10352,  E.O.  11249; 
3  CFB,  1949-1953  Comp.  356,  778,  873,  3  CFR, 
1964r-1966  Comp.  349,  33  CFR  Part  6,  49 
CFR  1.46(b) ) 

.  Effective  date:  This  amendment  be¬ 
comes  effective  on  June  21, 1974. 

Glenn  O.  Thompson, 

Rear  Adm.,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Commander,  Juneau,  Alaska. 
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Title  34 — Government  Management 

CHAPTER  II— OFRCE  OF  FEDERAL  MAN¬ 
AGEMENT  POLICY,  GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

SUBCHAPTER  F— AUTOMATIC  DATA 
PROCESSING  MANAGEMENT 

PART  282— MANAGEMENT,  ACQUISITION, 
AND  UTILIZATION  OF  AUTOMATIC  DATA 
PROCESSING  (ADP)  (FMC  74-5) 

Management,  Acquisition,  and  Utilization 
of  Automatic  Data  Processing  (ADP) 

This  document  establishes  policies  apd 
procedures  over  the  management,  acqui¬ 
sition,  and  utilization  of  ADP  and  con¬ 
verts  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
Circulars  A-27  and  A-54  into  a  General 
Services  Administration  Federal  Man¬ 
agement  Circular  (PMC  74-5)  pursuant 
to  Executive  Order  11717  and  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  Bulletin  74-4, 
whidi  transferred  certsdn  Office  of  Man¬ 
agement  and  Budget  responsibilities  and 
circulars  to  the  General  Services  Admin¬ 
istration. 

PMC  74-5,  dated  July  30,  1974,  pre¬ 
scribes  policies  in  the  management,  ac¬ 
quisition,  and  utilization  of  ADP  equip¬ 
ment,  software,  maintenance,  ADP  re¬ 
lated  services,  and  supplies. 

Part  282,  Management,  Acquisition, 
and  Utilization  of  Automatic  Data  Proc¬ 
essing  (ADP),  is  added  to  read  as  set 
forth  below. 


Sec. 

282.1 

Purpose. 

282.2 

Supersession. 

282.3 

Policy  Intent. 

282.4 

Applicability  and  scope. 

282.5 

Definitions. 

282.6 

Policies  and  procedures. 

282.7 

ResponslbUltles. 

282.8 

Documentation. 

282.9 

‘  Appendices. 

282.10 

Inquiries. 

Authoeitt:  Executive  Order  11717  (38  FB 
12316,  May  11, 1973). 

Effective  date:  July  30, 1974. 

Dated:  July  30, 1974. 

Arthur  F.  Sampson, 
Administrator  of  General  Services, 


§  282.1  Purpose. 

This  part  establishes  policies  in  the 
management,  acquisition,  and  utilization 
of  ADP  equipment  (ADPE),  software, 
maintenance,  ADP  related  services,  and 
supplies.  It  also  provides  appr<«)rlate  ref¬ 
erences  to  the  General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration’s  (GSA)  Federal  Property  Man¬ 
agement  Regulations  (FPMR)  and  Fed¬ 
eral  Procurement  Regulations  (FPR) 
covering  ADP. 

§  282.2  Supersession. 

This  part  supersedes  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget  (OMB)  Circulars  No. 
A-27  dated  June  15, 1964,  and  A-54  dated 
October  14,  1961,  and  all  transmittal 
memoranda  issued  thereunder  and  incor¬ 
porates  certain  provisions  of  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-61,  which  was  rescinded  by  OMB 
on  July  23, 1973, 

§  282.3  Policy  uitent. 

The  intent  of  this  part  is  to  update  and 
consolidate  ADP  policy  into  one  directive 
for  e^se  of  agency  understanding,  ref¬ 
erence,  and  Implementation  and  to  effect 
certain  changes  relating  to  discount 
methodology,  residual  value,  conversion 
costs,  and  t^  requirements  for  system 
studies  and  documentation. 

§  282.4  Applicability  and  scope. 

(a)  These  policies  apply  to  an  Federal 
agencies  and  to  Government  ccmtractors 
(including  educational  Institutions  and 
other  nonprofit  organizations) ,  who 
operate  ADP  in  the  performance  of  work 
under  cost-reimbursement  t3^  contracts 
or  subcMitracts,  or  when  the  ADP  is  Gov¬ 
ernment  furnished  equipment  provided 
under  a  contract  with  the  Government, 
and  the  equipment  or  system  is : 

(1)  Leased  and  full  lease  costs  are 
paid  by  the  Government  under  one  or 
more  contracts;  or 

(2)  Purchased  by  the  contractor  for 

the  account  of  the  Government  or  title 
will  pass  to  the  Government.  ’  ^ 

(b)  ADPE,  software,  maintenance, 
ADP  related  services  and  supplies  af¬ 
fected  by  the  policies  stated  herein  are 
defined  in  Appendix  A.  Specific  exclu¬ 
sions  to  the  policies  stated  herein  are; 

(1)  Items  of  ADPE  that  are  specially 
designed  (not  configured)  and/or  when 
Ihyslcally  incorporated  as  a  part  of  a 
tactical  weapon  or  space  S3rstem  or  man- 
ufactiued  for  the  Government  imder  a 
developmental  contract;  or 

(2)  Software  that  is  specially  devel¬ 
oped  hi  support  of  systems  described  in 
b(l),  above. 

§  282.5  Definitions.  (See  glossary  of 
terms — Appendix  A.) 

§  282.6  Policies  and  procedures. 

(a)  Documenting  the  determination 
of  need  for  acquiring  ADP.  Determina¬ 
tion  of  need  shall  b»  preceded  by  and  be 
based  upon  the  results  of  wen  docu¬ 
mented  general  systems  and/or  feasibili¬ 
ty  studies  for  any  acquMthms  wherein 
the  anticipated  purchase  iHice  wfll  ex¬ 
ceed  $100,000  or  where  the  antlchiated 
monthly  rental  wfll  exceed  $2,500.  Below 


this  dollar  level,  agency  procurement 
files  should  be  documented  to  Include 
appropriate  management  justification 
and  approval.  In  either  instance,  docu¬ 
mentation  must  be  adequate  to  indicate 
that: 

(1)  Functions  or  processes  for  which 
the  ADPE  is  to  be  used  are  essential  and 
are  readily  adaptable  to  automation; 

(2)  Work  load  and  data  processing 
requirements  have  been  revalidated  to 
determine  if  a  reduction  of  nonmlsslon- 
type  work  can  be  effected; 

(3)  Action  has  been  taken  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  possibility  of  improving  the 
performance  of  existing  data  processing 
facilities  through  interim  upgrade  or  sys¬ 
tem  modifications,  resch^uling,  soft¬ 
ware  changes.  Improved  work  center  pro¬ 
cedures,  or  extended  shift  operations; 
and 

(4)  Any  new  stystems,  procedures,  and 
methods  to  be  employed  in  performing 
the  proposed  functions  or  processes  have 
been  designed  to  achieve  the  highest 
practicable  degree  of  effectiveness  and 
operational  economy. 

(b)  Acquisition  decisions.  It  is  the  gen¬ 
eral  policy  of  Government  to  rely  on  the 
private  sector  for  its  goods  and  services 
except  where  such  action  la  not  in  the 
national  interest.  This  basic  guidance  is 
contained  in  OMB  Circular  A-76,  revised 
dated  August  30,  1967,  subject:  “Policies 
for  Acquiring  Commercial  or  Industrial 
Products  and  Services  for  Government 
Use.”  The  decision  to  establish  or  aug¬ 
ment  an  In-Govemment  ADP  facility  or 
activity  must  be  preceded  by  a  compara¬ 
tive  cost  analysis  to  verify  that  a  com¬ 
mercial  ADP  services  approach  is  not 
more  appropriate. 

However,  to  ensxu«  maximum  benefit 
from  cinrent  Government  investment  in 
ADP  resources  where  excess  or  idle  ca¬ 
pacity  is  avaflaUe,  sharing  of  already 
Installed/avallable  Government  ADPE, 
software  or  ADP  related  services,  or  use 
of  excess  Government-owned  equipment 
has  priority  status  where  such  resource 
can  meet  the  required  ADP  capability 
economically  and  efficiently. 

(c)  Competitive  acquisitions.  (1)  Data 
systems  specifications,  equiixnent  per¬ 
formance  requirements  speclficatkms, 
and  other  sp^ificatlons  shall  be  designed 
to  ensure  free  and  open  competition  and 
equal  (^portunlty  and  appr<H>rlate  con¬ 
sideration  to  all  responsive  and  respon¬ 
sible  suppliers.  Including  manufacturers, 
leasing  companies  and  third  party  ven¬ 
dors.  These  specifications  shall  be  appli¬ 
cable  as  follows: 

(i)  Data  systems  specifications  which 
tend  to  promote  full  and  free  competition 
are  preferred  for  Initial  system  acquisi¬ 
tions  and  modifications  of  equipment  on 
hand. 

(11)  Equipment  performance  require¬ 
ments  spedficatkmi  are  preferred  for 
ADPE  replacement  actiixis  and  may 
used  for  initial  system  acqulsltiMUi  and 
modlficatlmis  of  equipment  on  hand,  pro¬ 
vided  Uiey  are  designed  to  iHomote  (xun- 
petitlon  to  the  maximum  practicable 
extent. 
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(lii)  Specifications  which  are  a  com¬ 
bination  of  data  systems  specifications 
and  equipment  performance  require¬ 
ments  specifications  are  permissible,  pro¬ 
vided  that  such  a  combination  Is  neces¬ 
sary  to  adequately  describe  the  Govern¬ 
ment’s  requirement.  All  of  these  specifi¬ 
cations  must  be  consistent  with  FPMR, 
PPR  (where  applicable)  and  thereafter 
agency  procurement  policies  and  prac¬ 
tices. 

(2)  Two  prime  factors  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  selection  of  equipment. 

(i)  Its  capability  to  fulfill  the  system 
specifications;  and 

(ii)  Its  overall  costs,  in  tenns  of  ac¬ 
quisition,  preparation  for  use,  and  opera¬ 
tion. 

The  term  “overall  costs,’’  as  used  in  this 
subparagraph,  shall  be  interpreted  to  in¬ 
clude  but  not  limited  to  such  cost  ele¬ 
ments  as  personnel,  purchase  price  or 
rental,  maintenance  of  ptirchased  equip¬ 
ment,  site  preparation  and  installation, 
programing,  training,  and  conversion 
costs.  In  considering  conversion  costs, 
care  must  be  taken  to  avoid  undue  biases 
or  predispositions  which  are  prejudicial 
to  free  and  open  competition.  Conver¬ 
sion  costs  may  be  considered  only  to  the 
extent  that  such  costs  can  be  shown  to 
be  clearly  essential  to  continuing  agency 
needs  taking  into  account  the  probable 
economic  life  of  the  resources  to  be  con¬ 
verted;  that  due  consideration  has  been 
given  to  the  possibility  of  redesigning 
current  systems  and  software  to  take 
advantage  of  enhanced  system  capabili¬ 
ties  or  eliminating  obsolete  or  non¬ 
standard  software  in  conflict  with  ap¬ 
plicable  Federal  Information  Processing 
Standards;  and  that  the  bases  for  such 
conversion  costs  are  clearly  delineated  in 
the  solicitation  documentation. 

(3)  Any  acquisition  without  a  competi¬ 
tive  evaluation  is  in  effect  a  sole-source 
procurement  and  Is  subject  to  the  ap¬ 
plicable  FPR’s  and  FPMR’s  governing 
proctirement.  The  mere  availability  of 
equipment  within  the  existing  vendor’s 
product  line  which  is  compatible  with 
installed  equipment  and  which  may 
offer  a  better  cost-performance  ratio 
is  not  a  sufficient  basis  for  deviating 
from  paragraphs  (c)  (1)  and  (2),  of 
this  section  above.  Any  asserted  cost 
burden  associated  with  conversion  of  ex¬ 
isting  systems  to  other  vendor  product 
lines  is  not  normally  considered  the  con¬ 
clusive  factor  in  justifying  such  sole- 
source  or  single  product-line  procure¬ 
ments.  However,  where  potential  conver¬ 
sion  costs  and  or  operational  impact  {0*0 
substantial  and  the  requesting  agency 
regards  them  as  essential  in  a  determi¬ 
nation  of  “best  interests  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment’’,  such  conversion  factors  should  be 
clearly  and  fully  justified  and  docu¬ 
mented. 

(4)  If  ADPE  for  an  interim  ui>grade  is 
acquired  ncmcompetitively  then  the 
agency  i^all  ccHnmit  Itself  to  replace 
the  complete  ADPE  complex  (or  some 
logical  and  substantled  subset  thereof) 
of  which  the  interim  equipment  forms  a 
part.  Such  acquisition  shall  be  based  on 
new  specifications  and  diall  be  accom¬ 


plished  through  a  competitive  procure¬ 
ment  within  2  years  of  the  Initial  ac¬ 
quisition.  The  agency  and  GSA  may  mu¬ 
tually  agree  to  a  longer  period  of  time 
when  there  are  unusual  circiunstances. 

(d)  Determinations  of  least  cost 
alternative. 

(1)  The  method  of  acquiring  ADPE, 
software,  maintenance,  ADP  related 
services,  and  supplies  shall  be  deter¬ 
mined  after  carefiU  consideration  of  the 
relative  merits  of  all  methods  available; 
i.e.,  purchase,  lease,  or  lease-with-optlon- 
to  purchase,  or  any  other  legally  accept¬ 
able  method.  The  method  chosen  shall  be 
that  which  offers  the  greatest  advantage 
to  the  Government  under  the  circum¬ 
stances  which  pertain  to  each  situation. 

(2)  A  comparative  cost  analysis  of  the 
alternative  method  of  acquisition  shall 
be  performed  to  determine  which  method 
shall  provide  the  Government  with  the 
lowest  overall  cost  (price  and  other  fac¬ 
tors  considered),  over  the  total  systems 
life.  Federal  agencies  shall  consider  the 
residual  value  of  the  ADPE  and/or  the 
total  system  to  the  Federal  Government 
as  a  factor  in  the  comparative  cost 
analysis  for  any  plan  wherein  title  to  the 
equipment  would  be  vested  in  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  at  any  point  during  the  contract 
period;  i.e.,  purchase,  lease  with  pur¬ 
chase  option,  or  lease  to  ownership  plan. 
Residual  value  is  the  value  that  would 
accrue  to  the  (government  beyond  the 
stated  systems  life  (as  determined  by  the 
initial  user)  as  a  result  of  secondary  or 
tertiary  uses  to  be  identified  by  the 
Automated  Data  and  Telecommunica¬ 
tions  Service  (ADTS) .  ADTS  will,  prior 
to  release  of  solicitation,  provide  the 
specific  residual  vaJue  to  be  used  in  the 
comparative  cost  analysis.  If  the  residual 
value  assigned  results  in  vesting  title  to 
the  Government  as  being  the  least  cost 
alternative,  and  the  agency  does  not  have 
purchase  funds  available,  ADTS  shall  be 
contacted  to  determine  if  the  ADP  Fund 
can  be  used  to  consummate  the  piu-chase. 

(3)  Also  to  be  considered  as  a  factor  in 
the  comparative  cost  analysis  Is  the  pres¬ 
ent  value  of  money  to  be  used  in  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  the  equipment.  The  present 
value  computation  is  applicable  to  all  ex¬ 
penses  over  the  system’s  life.  In  making 
this  computation,  the  provisions  regard¬ 
ing  present  v£due  costs  contained  in 
ADTS’s  “Guidance  to  Federal  agencies 
on  the  preparation  of  specifications, 
selection,  and  acquisition  of  automatic 
data  processing  systems’’  shall  be  used. 

(e)  Acquisition  criteria.  The  following 
criteria  shall  be  used  to  determine  the 
appropriate  method  of  acquisition : 

(1)  The  purchase  method  is  indicated 
when  all  of  the  following  conditions 
exist: 

(i)  The  comparative  cost  analysis,  in 
consideration  of  all  the  factors  noted 
above,  indicates  that  purchase  will  pro¬ 
vide  the  Governmeait  with  the  lowest 
overall  cost. 

(ii)  ’The  agency’s  approved  budget 
contains  funds  Intended  for  the  pur¬ 
chase,  funds  can  be  reprogramed,  or 
resources  are  available  from  the  GSA 
ADP  Fund. 


(2)  The  lease  with  option  to  purchase 
method  is  indicated  when  it  is  necessary 
or  advantageous  to  proceed  with  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  the  equipment  that  meets 
system  specifications,  but  it  is  desirable 
to  defer  temporarily  a  decision  on  pur¬ 
chase  because  circumstances  do  not  fully 
satisfy  the  conditions  which'  would  indi¬ 
cate  purchase.  This  situation  might  arise 
when  it  is  determined  that  a  short  period 
of  operational  experience  is  desirable  to 
prove  the  validity  of  a  system  design  with 
which  there  is  no  previous  experience. 

(3)  ’The  straight  lease  method  is  indi¬ 
cated  when  it  is  necessary  or  advanta¬ 
geous  to  proceed  with  the  acquisition  of 
equipment  that  meets  system  specifica¬ 
tions  and  it  has  been  established  conclur 
sively  that  any  one  of  the  conditions 
under  which  purchase  is  indicated  is  not 
attainable. 

(f)  Review  of  leased  equipment  and 
maintenance  of  Government-owned 
equipment.  (1)  Equipment  acquired 
under  lease  shall  be  reviewed  when  there 
has  been,  or  there  may  be,  a  substantial 
change  in  the  circumstances  which  were 
germane  to  the  initial  decision.  Factors 
to  be  considered  in  this  review  shall  in¬ 
clude  the  continued  existence  of  the  re¬ 
quirement,  the  availability  of  fimds, 
changes  in  the  market  place,  and  the 
availability  of  more  economical  sources 
such  as  requirements-type  contracts.  To 
the  extent  feasible,  these  reviews  shall  be 
made  prior  to  renewal  of  lease  agree¬ 
ments  and  should  coincide  with  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  the  agencies’  annual  budget 
requests,  so  that  if  purchase  is  indicated 
and  funds  are  not  available,  requests  for 
appropriations  may  be  made  at  the 
earliest  possible  date. 

(2)  On  occasion,  special  opportunities 
arise  to  purchase  or  enter  into  multi-year 
leases  of  ADPE  at  considerably  reduced 
prices.  When  purchase  is  indicated,  ef¬ 
forts  to  secure  the  necessary  funds  shall 
be  made  by  reprograming  emrrent  agency 
funds,  if  possible.  If  time  limitations  to 
secure  pimffiase  funds  are  inconsistent 
with  normal  budgetary  procedures  or  if 
multi-year  contracting  is  required,  then 
GSA  shall  be  requested  to  consider  the 
procurement  imder  the  ADP  Fimd. 

(3)  ’The  method  of  maintaining  Gov¬ 
ernment-owned  equipment  shall  be  pe¬ 
riodically  reviewed,  preferably  annually, 
to  ensure  that  maintenance  is  being  ac¬ 
complished  at  the  lowest  overall  cost  to 
the  Government.  In  making  this  review, 
consideration  shall  be  given  to  the  eco¬ 
nomic  feasibility  of  performing  mainte¬ 
nance  with  in-house  resources  or  third- 
party  maintenance  sources  consistent 
with  the  provisions  of  OMB  Circular 
A-76,  revised. 

(g)  Privacy.  Agencies  involved  in  the 
planning,  acquisition  and  utilization  of 
ADPE  whose  applicati(ms  may  include 
personal  data  record  keeping  shall  give 
proper  consideration  to  privacy  and  re¬ 
lated  security  issues  to  insure  that  ade¬ 
quate  safeguards  are  provided  to  protect 
the  right  of  individual  privacy. 

(h)  ADP  Standards.  Standards  for 
ADP  that  are  established  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Commerce  under  the  provisions 
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of  Public  Law  89-306,  dated  October  30, 
1965,  and  Executive  Order  11717,  dated 
May  9,  1973,  are  applicable  in  the  ac¬ 
quisition  and  use  of  ADPE  and  services. 
These  mandatory  Federal  Standards  are 
published  by  the  National  Bureau  of 
Standards  as  Federal  Information  Proc¬ 
essing  Standards. 

§  282.7  Responsibililies. 

The  head  of  each  executive  depart¬ 
ment  and  establishment  shall  establish 
the  necessary  framework  of  procediures, 
including  appropriate  reviews  and  con¬ 
trols,  that  will  ensure  compliance  with 
the  policies  herein  stated. 

§  282.8  Documentation, 

System  studies  (sometimes  referred  to 
as  applications  studies,  feasibility  studies, 
or  other  terms) ,  specifications,  etc.,  shall 
be  fully  documented.  Decisions  on  the 
selection  of  ADPE,  on  the  method  of 
acquisition,  and  on  the  review  of  the 
current  status  of  method  of  acquisition 
also  shall  be  documented  to  refiect  ade¬ 
quately  the  considerations  taken  into 
account  and  the  basis  for  the  decisions. 
Documentation  ^all  be  available  to 
OMB  examiners  and  to  GSA  as  necessary. 

§  282.9  Appendices. 

Definitions  and  a  listing  of  applicable 
ADP  issuances  are  set  forth  in  the  attach¬ 
ments,  which  are: 

Appendix  A— Glossary  of  Terms 

Appendix  B — Government-wide  ADP 
Directives 

§  282.10  Inquiries. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
part  may  be  obtained  by  contacting: 
General  Services  Administration  (AMD) 
Washington,  DC  20405.  Telephone:  IDS 
183-33128,  FTS  (202)  343-3128 

Dated:  July  30,  1974. 

Arthur  F,  Sampson, 
Administrator  of  General  Services. 

Appendix  A-^Glossaby  of  Terms 

For  purposes  of  this  part: 

1.  “Automatic  data  processing  equipment” 
(ADPE)  means  general  purpose  commercially 
available,  and  mass-produced  automatic  data 
processing  components  and  the  hardware  sys¬ 
tems  created  from  them  regardless  of  use, 
size,  capacity,  or  price  that  are  designed  to 
be  applied  to  the  solution  or  processing  of 
a  variety  of  problems  or  applications  and  are 
not  specifically  designed  (not  configured) 
for  any  specific  application.  It  includes: 

(a)  Digital,  analog,  or  hybrid  computer 
equipment:  and/or 

(b)  Auxiliary  or  accessoral  equipment  such 
as  plotters,  tape  clearners,  tape  testers,  source 
data  automation  recording  equipment  (op¬ 
tical  character  recognition  equipment,  paper 
tape  typewriters,  magnetic  tape  cartridge 
typewriters,  and  other  data  acqulstlon  de¬ 
vices)  ,  to  be  used  In  support  of  digital,  ana¬ 
log,  or  hybrid  computer  equipment,  either 
cable  connected,  wire  connected,  or  self¬ 
standing,  and  whether  selected  or  acquired 
with  a  computer,  or  separately;  and/or 

(c)  Punched  card  accoimting  machines 
(PCAM)  used  In  conjunction  with  or  inde¬ 
pendently  of  digital,  analog,  or  hybrid  com¬ 
puters;  and 

(d)  Data  transmission  or  communica¬ 
tions  equipment  that  is  selected  and  acquired 


solely  or  primarily  for  use  with  a  configura¬ 
tion  of  ADPE  which  Includes  an  electronic 
computer. 

2.  “ADP  related  services”  excludes  hard¬ 
ware  maintenance  and  systems  software  sup¬ 
port,  but  Includes  systems  analysis,  pro¬ 
graming,  data  conversion,  service  bureau, 
teleprocessing,  and  other  ncnpersonal  serv¬ 
ices. 

3.  “Data  systems  specifications”  means; 
(a)  The  delineation  of  the  objective  which 
the  system  is  Intended  to  accomplish  and  (b) 
the  data  processing  requirements  underlying 
that  accomplishment.  The  latter  includes  a 
description  of  the  data  output  and  its  in¬ 
tended  uses,  the  data  input,  the  data  files 
and  record  content,  the  volumes  of  data,  the 
processing  frequencies,  timing,  and  such 
other  facts  as  may  be  necessary  for  a  full 
description  of  the  system. 

4.  “Equipment  performance  requirements 
specifications"  means  a  statement  ctf  those 
hardware  factors  such  as  cycle  time,  comput¬ 
ing  speed,  memory  capabilities,  and  expand- 
Iblllty  (modularity)  and  the  related  software 
which  are  a  measure  of  the  operating  ca¬ 
pability  of  equipment  and  which,  when  ap¬ 
plied  to  the  data  systems  specifications,  pro¬ 
vide  a  measure  of  the  iterating  time  required 
to  process  the  applications  involved  on  that 
equipment. 

5.  “Federal  agency”  means  any  executive 
agency  (executive  department  or  Independ¬ 
ent  establishment  In  the  executive  branch 
including  any  wholly  owned  Government 
corporation)  or  any  establishment  in  the  leg¬ 
islative  or  Judicial  branch  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  except  the  Senate,  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  and  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol 
and  any  activities  under  his  direction. 

6.  "Interim  upgrade”  means  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  additional  and/or  augmentation  of 
Installed  components  or  subsystems  to  in¬ 
crease  or  improve  the  data  processing  capa¬ 
bility  of  ADPE  or  systems.  The  acquisition 
and/or  augmentation  must  be  on  a  tem¬ 
porary  basis,  pending  a  fully  competitive 
reprocurement,  to  meet  unforeseen,  urgent, 
data  processing  requirements. 

7.  “Maintenance  services”  means  those 
examinations,  testing,  repair,  or  part  re¬ 
placement  functions  performed  to:  (a)  Re¬ 
duce  the  possibility  of  ADPE  malfunction 
(commonly  referred  to  as  “preventive  main¬ 
tenance”)  ,  (b)  restore  a  component  of  ADPE 
which  la  not  functioning  (commonly  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  “remedial  maintenance”),  and 
(c)  modify  the  ADPE  In  a  minor  way  (com¬ 
monly  referred  to  as  “field  engineering 
change,”  or  “field  modification”) . 

8.  “Modification”  means  the  augmentation 
of  Individual  equipment  components  of  an 
Installed  ADPE  configuration  to  Improve  the 
system’s  data  processing  capability. 

9.  “Procurement”  means  the  acquisition 
of  ADPE,  software,  maintenance,  ADPE  re¬ 
lated  services,  and  supplies  by  purchase  or 
lease. 

10.  “Replacement”  means  the  substitution 
of  identic^  tjrpes  and  models  of  ADPE  and/ 
or  plug-to-plug  compatible  devices  from  an 
alternate  source  of  supply. 

11.  “Sharing”  is  ADP  work  performed  for 
an  organization  that  Is  not  an  organic  part 
of  the  organization  operating  the  ADPE 
(non-mission  type  work)  and  the  providing 
organization  is  not  normally  responsible  for 
or  funded  and  staffed  to  produce  the  work. 

12.  “Software”  means  commercially  avail¬ 
able  proprietary  computer  programs  and  rou¬ 
tines  used  to  extend  the  capabilities  of  ADPE. 
This  category  of  software  includes  those  soft¬ 
ware  packages  available  In  the  commercial 
market  through  lease  or  purchase.  Software 
packages  provided  by  original  equipment 
manufacturers  which  are  separately  priced 
from  ADPE  are  Included  In  this  category. 


13.  “Supplies”  means  consumable  Items 
designed  specifically  for  use  with  ADPE,  such 
as  computer  tape,  ribbons,  punch  cards,  and 
tabulating  paper. 

Appendix  B — Government-Wide  ADP 
Directives 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGOT  CIRCULARS 

A-11 — Preparation  and  submission  of  annual 
budget  estimates;  total  obllgatjpns  for 
computer  systems 

A-71 — Responsibilities  for  the  administration 
and  management  of  ADP  activities 
A-76 — Policies  for  acquiring  commercial 
products  and  services  for  Government 
use 

A-94 — Discount  rates  to  be  used  in  evaluat¬ 
ing  time -distributed  costs  and  benefits 

FEDERAL  MANAGEMENT  CIRCULARS 
74-2 — ADP  management  Information  system 
FEDERAL  PROPERTY  MANAGEMENT  REGULATIONS 

§  101-32.00 — Government-Wide  automated 

data  management  services. 

§  101-32.2 — ADP  resources  utilization 
§  101-32.3 — Reutlllzation  of  ADP  equipment 
and  supplies 

§  101-32.4 — Procurement  and  contracting 
!  101-32.7 — ^Management  and  control  of  com¬ 
puter  rooms  and  related  support  areas 
§  101-32.8 — ^Federal  Data  Processing  Centers 
§101-32.9 — ADP  collocation  and  consolida¬ 
tion  program 

§  101-32.10 — ADP  records  management 
§  101-32.11 — ADP  communications  support 
for  ADP  systems 

§  101-32.12 — Care  and  handling  of  magnetic 
computer  tape 

S  101-32.13 — Implementation  of  FIPS  PUBS 
into  solicitation  documents 
§  101-32.14 — Computer  performance  evalua¬ 
tion  and  ADP  simulation 

TEMPORARY  REGULATION 

E-32 — FY  76  ADP  Schedule  Contract  Pro¬ 
gram 

GSA  BULLETINS 

E-38 — Leaseback  arrangements  for  auto¬ 
matic  data  processing  equipment 
E-57 — Ownership  and  rights  In  ADP  systems 
E-63 — Maintenance  of  Government-owned 
automatic  data  processing  equipment 
(ADPE) 

E-80 — Converting  ADP  equipment  to  64  char¬ 
acter-set  requirements 
E-91 — Obtaining  automatic  data  processing 
services  from  commercial  sources 
E-93 — Source  Data  Automation  Equipment 
Guide 

E-99 — ^Acquisition  of  excess  leased  automatic 
data  processing  equipment  (ADPE) 
E-111 — Reporting  accrued  rental  credits  on 
leased  automatic  data  processing  equip¬ 
ment  (ADPE) 

E-129 — Guarantee  of  condition  of  ADP 
Fund  equipment 

Title  40 — Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 
SUBCHAPTER  C— AIR  PROGRAMS 

PART  52— APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGA¬ 
TION  OF  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Kentucky;  Approval  of  Plan 

On  February  8,  1972,  the  Governor  of 
Kentucky  initially  submitted  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency  the  State’s  “Implementa¬ 
tion  Plan  for  the  Attainment  and  Main¬ 
tenance  of  the  National  and  State 
Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards.”  This 
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plan  had  been  adopted  by  the  Statff  fol¬ 
lowing  a  public  hearing  held  on  Jan¬ 
uary  11,  1972,  in  Frankfort,  Kentucky. 

It  was  sulxnitted  pursuant  to  secticm  110 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended,  and 
the  implementing  regiolations  of  40  CFR 
Part  51,  which  require  States  to  adopt 
implementation  plans  to  achieve  and 
maintain  the  national  ambient  air  quality 
standards  set  forth  in  40  CFR  Part  50. 

On  May  31,  1972  (37  FR  10842),  the 
Administrator  approved-  the  Kentucky 
plan  with  one  exception,  which  arose 
from  a  deficiency  in  the  State’s  legal  au¬ 
thority  to  allow  public  release  of  emis¬ 
sion  data.  This  deficiency  was  sub¬ 
sequently  resolved  on  July  27,  1972  (37 
FR  15080),  when  the  Administrator 
delegated  to  the  Commonwealth  of 
Kentucky  the  required  legal  authority. 

On  June  28, 1973,  a  decision  of  the  U.S. 
Court  of  Appeals  fca"  the  Sixth  Circuit  in 
the  Case  of  “Buckeye  Power  Co.,  et  al.  v. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,”  481 
F.2d  162,  and  two  related  cases,  vacated 
the  Administrator’s  approval  of  the 
Kentucky  plan  and  remanded  the  case 
to  the  Agency  for  compliance  with  sec¬ 
tion  553  of  the  Administrative  Proce¬ 
dures  Act,  viz.,  to  take  comments,  data, 
or  other  evid«ace  from  interested  parties, 
and  to  express  the  basis  fOT  administra¬ 
tive  actions. 

Consequently,  on  December  5,  1973, 
Governor  Wendell  Ford  resubmitted  to 
the  Administrator  the  Kentucky  imple¬ 
mentation  plan.  Submitted  as  part  of  the 
plan  was  a  new  regulation,  AP-11,  pro¬ 
viding  for  the  pre-construction  review  of 
new  or  modified  sources  of  air  pollution. 
This  was  Intended  to  satisfy  additional 
Implementation  plan  requirements  in¬ 
volving  indirect  sources  which  had  been 
promulgated  on  June  18,  1973  (  38  FR 
15834).  AP-11  had  received  public  hear¬ 
ing  before  being  adopted  and  submitted 
to  the  Agency  for  approval. 

On  March  19,  1974  (39  FR  10277),  the 
Administrator  published  as  proposed 
rulemaking  the  provisions  of  the  resub¬ 
mitted  Kentucky  plan,  including  AP-11, 
its  indirect  source  regulation.  Also,  it  was 
noted  that  the  Governor’s  formal  request 
for  a  two-year  extension  of  the  dea^ine 
for  meeting  primary  SOi  standards  in  the 
Louisville  Interstate  AQCR,  granted  in 
the  Administrator’s  original  approval  of 
May  31,  1972  (37  FR  10842),  was  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  stiU  in  effect.  Written  com¬ 
ments  were  solicited  from  the  public 
with  respect  to  the  newly  submitted 
Kentucky  plan,  and  one  response  was 
received. 

This  recommended  that  the  plan’s  al¬ 
ternate  control  strategy  provision  be 
retained  and  specifically  approved,  and 
that  the  regulation  (AP-4)  governing 
SOi  emissions  from  power  generating  fa¬ 
cilities  be  revised  in  such  a  way  that  its 
emission  limits  would  apply  only  to  those 
facilities  which  cause  violation  of  am¬ 
bient  standards,  as  shown  by  the  average 
data  gathered  from  two  or  more  moni¬ 
toring  stations. 

With  respect  to  the  alternate  control 
strategy  provision  of  the  plan,  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator’s  position  is  that  it  should 
be  specifically  disapproved,  and  his  rea¬ 


son  is  given  below  imder  “Approval 
Comments.” 

With  regard  to  the  provisions  of  AP-4, 
the  Administrator  points  out  that  section 
116  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  reserves  to 
States  the  right  to  adopt  and  enforce 
measures  which  are  more  strict  than 
those  needed  to  attain  and  maintain  the 
national  standards.  Therefore,  emission 
limits  cannot  be  disapproved  or  imi- 
laterally  relaxed  by  the  Administrator  on 
the  ground  that  they  are  too  stringent. 
As  noted  in  his  “Approval  Comments,” 
however,  the  Administrator  encomages 
the  Commonwealth  of  Kentucky  to  re¬ 
examine  its  SOi  control  strategy  to  de¬ 
termine  if  it  can  be  modified  without 
jeopardizing  the  attainment  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  national  standards. 

Approval  Comments 

•nie  Kentucky  implementation  plans 
meet  the  requirements  of  section  110  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended,  and  the 
Implementing  regulations  of  40  CFR 
Part  51,  and  is  hereby  approved  with 
one  exception. 

Section  Kb)  of  Kentucky  air  pollution 
control  regulation  AP-1  states  that: 

Where  it  Is  demonstrated  to  the  satisfac¬ 
tion  of  the  (Kentucky  Air  Pollution  Control] 
Commission  that  an  air  contaminant  source 
can  apply  an  alternate  control  strategy 
which  wUl  provide  for  achievement  and 
maintenance  of  applicable  ambient  air  qual¬ 
ity  standards,  the  Commission  may,  und«’ 
such  terms  and  conditions  as  it  deems  ap¬ 
propriate,  authorize  such  a  control  strategy 
after  a  public  hearing. 

In  his  original  approval  of  May  31,  1972 
(37  PR  10842),  the  Administrator  took 
note  of  the  fact  that  a  number  of  State 
plans  contained  optional  control  regu¬ 
lations  of  this  sort.  At  that  time,  the 
Administrator  took  no  action,  on  these 
regulations,  but  advised  the  States  that 
any  application  of  them  to  specific 
sources  would  constitute  a  plan  revision. 
It  is  now  his  opinion  that  this  provision 
of  the  Kentucky  plan — if  not  specifically 
disapproved — could  be  construed  to  per¬ 
mit  intermittent  control  measures  under 
circumstances  where  constant  emission 
controls  were  available.  To  eliminate  the 
possibility  of  such  an  interpretation,  sec¬ 
tion  Kb)  of  AP-1  is  disapproved  as  fail- 
Ing  to  meet  the  requirements  of  40  CFR 
51.12. 

With  respect  to  the  plan’s  control 
strategy  lor  attaining  and  maintaining 
the  national  standards  for  particulate 
matter,  the  Administrator  not«  that  one 
of  the  implementing  regulations — AP-3, 
Control  of  Particulate  Emissions — con¬ 
tains  a  provision,  at  section  2(7)  (c)(ii), 
which  has  the  effect  of  exempting  from 
the  emission  limits  of  this  regulation 
certain  steam  electric  power  boilers.  This 
exemption  applies  to  those  boilers  which 
had  been  subject  to  the  provisions  of  old 
Regulation  No.  7,  in  effect  from  Novem¬ 
ber  27,  1969,  to  April  9,  1972,  and  had 
made  a  good  faith  effort  to  comply  with 
it.  The  exemption  would  cease  if  the  af¬ 
fected  sources  should  be  modified.  Regu¬ 
lation  No.  7  calls  for  a  graduated  degree 
of  control  which  varies  according  to 
size — very  small  boilers  are  assigned  an 


emission  limit  of  0.8#  part./ 10*  BTU, 
while  for  larger  units  the  limit  is  0.24# 
part./ 10*  BTU.  These  limits  are  less 
stringent  than  those  of  AP-3. 

At  the  Agency’s  request,  Kentucky 
submitted  on  May  21,  1974,  a  list  of 
sources  subject  to  the  limits  of  Regula¬ 
tion  No.  7.  These  are  as  follows : 

1.  Big  Rivers  RBCC 

a.  Coleman  Station,  Units  1,  2,  and  3 

b.  Reid  Station  1 

c.  Reid  Station  2,  Units  1  and  2 

2.  Eastern  Kentucky  Power  Corporation 

a.  Cooper  Station 

b.  Dale  Station,  Units  3  and  4 

c.  Maysville  facility 

3.  Hendersen  Municipal  Utilities 

a.  Station  1,  Units  5  and  6 

4.  Kentucky  UtUities 

a.  Brown  Station,  Units  1  and  2 

b.  Ghent  facUity,  Unit  1 

c.  Green  River  Station,  Unit  2,  Boiler  3 

d.  Louisa  facility.  Unit  1 

6.  Owensboro  Municipal  Utilities 

a.  Elmer  Smith  Station,  Unite  1  and  2 

b.  Owensboro  facility.  Unite  1, 2, 3,  and  4 

Of  these  23  units,  only  6  fall  to  meet  the 
emission  limits  set  forth  in  AP-3  as  well 
as  those  of  Regulation  No.  7.  The  Ad¬ 
ministrator  has  determined  that  the  ex¬ 
emptions  just  described  will  have  no  ad¬ 
verse  effect  on  the  attainment  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  naticmal  ambient  standards 
for  particulate  matter  in  Kentucky.  In 
his  judgment,  the  plan  meets  the  require¬ 
ments  of  40  Ch’R  51.13  with  respect  to 
this  pollutant. 

The  Administrator  has  determined 
that  the  Kentucky  plan  also  meets  the 
requirements  of  40  CFR  51.13  with  re¬ 
spect  to  sulfur  oxides.  The  two-year  ex¬ 
tension  originally  granted  for  achieving 
primary  SO,  standards  in  the  Louisville 
Interstate  AQCR  is  hereby  reaffirmed. 
The  Administrator  has  reviewed  the  po¬ 
tential  for  attainment  of  primary  SO, 
standards  in  this  AQCR  and  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  it  will  not  be  feasible  for 
electrical  generating  imits  and  other  fuel 
burning  sources  to  achieve  needed  reduc¬ 
tions  in  SO,  emissions  before  mld-1977. 
Low-sulfur  fuel  is  not  available  in  suffi¬ 
cient  quantity  to  permit  significant  fuel 
switching  in  this  heavily  coal-dependent 
area.  To  attain  primary  standards,  flue 
gas  desulfurization  is  needed  for  at  least 
four  additional  units  of  Louisville  Gas 
and  EHectric’s  electrical  generating  sys¬ 
tem.  The  Installation  of  this  equipment 
cannot  be  completed  prior  to  1977  be¬ 
cause  of  the  inherent  limitations  of  the 
design  for  construction  process,  although 
the  Company  has  made  rignlficant 
progress  to  date.  A  particular  difficulty 
has  been  the  reluctance  of  the  Kentucky 
Public  Service  Commission  to  approve 
expenditures  for  this  purpose,  which  is 
necessary  for  continuing  progress.  Un¬ 
avoidable  eqvilpment  delivery  delays  en¬ 
countered  by  other  Industrie  sources  in 
obtaining  needed  control  equipment, 
which  were  projected  in  1972,  are  being 
realized  and  will  preclude  their  being 
able  to  totally  achieve  needed  reductions 
before  1977.  As  an  Interim  control  effort, 
these  sources  are  cooperating  with  State 
and  local  agencies  to  utilize  all  the  low 
sulfur  fuel  they  can  obtain. 
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Since  the  supply  of  low  sulfur  fuels 
Is  currently  limited,  the  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  the  Agency’s  clean 
fuels  policy.  Invites  the  State  of  Ken¬ 
tucky  to  reexamine  the  effects  of  its  sul¬ 
fur  oxide  regulations  to  determine 
whether  less  stringent  limits  might  not, 
in  certain  portions  of  the  State,  ade¬ 
quately  attain  primary  ambient  air  qual¬ 
ity  standards. 

In  the  Administrator’s  judgment,  the 
requirements  of  40  CFR  51.14  are  met 
by  the  Kentucky  plan’s  control  strate¬ 
gies  for  hydrocarbons,  photochemical 
oxidants,  and  nitrogen  oxides.  On  May 
8,  1974  (39  FR  16344) ,  the  Louisville  and 
Cincinnati  AQCR’s  were  reclassified  as 
Priority  HI  for  nitrogen  oxides.  In  view 
of  this  action,  the  Administrator  invites 
the  Commonwealth  of  Kentucky  to  re¬ 
examine  its  nitrogen  oxide  regulations 
to  determine  whether  the  national 
standards  could  be  met  without  con¬ 
trolling  emissions  of  this  pollutant  from 
stationary  sources. 

As  announced  previously,  a  number 
of  individually  negotiated  compliance 
schedules  were  submitted  by  Kentucky 
along  with  its  plan.  These  will  appear  as 
proposed  rulemaking  in  a  subsequent 
publication. 

The  Administrator  has  determined 
that  the  indirect  source  regulation  of  the 
Kentucky  plan  satisfies  the  requirements 
of  40  CFR  51.11(a)(4),  51.12(e),  and 
51.18,  and  it  is  therefore  approved.  The 
Administrator’s  promulgation  of  a  Fed¬ 
eral  regulation  to  satisfy  these  require¬ 
ments  is  simultaneously  revoked  with 
respect  to  Kentucky  (39  FR  7270  at 
7281). 

A  detailed  description  of  the  plan  is 
now  given  in  such  a  way  that  the  effect 
of  the  present  actions  on  40  CFR  Part  52 
can  be  clearly  seen.  The  originally  pub¬ 
lished  plan  of  May  31,  1972,  contained  a 
classification  of  regions  (§  52.921)  and 
attainment  dates  for  the  national  stand¬ 
ards  (§  52.926).  These  sections  are  re¬ 
tained  as  revised  on  May  8,  1974  (39  FR 
16344) ,  when  the  Louisville  and  Cincin¬ 
nati  regions  were  reclassified  from  I  to 
HI  for  NOx,  and  the  attainment  dates 
were  changed  to  show  that  secondary 
standards  for  this  pollutant  were  already 
being  met  in  these  two  AQCR’s.  Section 

52.920,  “Identification  of  plan,’’  is  re¬ 
tained  as  originally  published  together 
with  subsequent  amendments;  these  in¬ 
clude  notice  of  the  plan’s  resubmittal  on 
December  5,  1973,  and  the  State’s  sub¬ 
mittal  of  information  regarding  Regula¬ 
tion  No.  7  on  May  21,  1974.  Section 

52.921,  “Extensions,”  is  retained  as  orig¬ 
inally  published,  for  the  Administrator 
has  confirmed  the  granting  of  a  two-year 
extension  to  meet  primary  SO2  standards 
In  the  Louisville  region.  Sections  52.923, 
“Approval  status,”  and  §  52.924,  “Legal 
authority,”  are  retained  as  originally 
published.  Section  52.925  is  reserved. 
Section  52.927  is  retained  as  originally 
published  pending  the  Administrator’s 
determination  that  all  the  compliance 
schedule  requirements  of  40  CFR  Part 
51  have  been  met;  action  on  any  of  the 
above-mentioned  individually  negotiated 
compliance  schedules  will  be  set  forth 


in  this  section.  Section  52.928,  “Review 
of  new  sources  and  modifications,”  is 
revoked  here.  Section  52.929  is  reserved. 
Section  52.930,  “Control  strategy:  Gen¬ 
eral,”  is  added  for  the  purpose  of  ex¬ 
pressing  the  Administrator’s  disapproval 
of  the  plan’s  provision  for  optional  con¬ 
trol  strat^es  applicable  to  individual 
sources. 

The  rulemaking  actions  set  forth  in 
this  notice  are  effective  immediately. 

The  Administrator  finds  that  sufficient 
cause  exists  for  making  these  actions 
immediately  effective  in  that  the  Com¬ 
monwealth  of  Kentucky  has  lacked  a 
Federally  enforceable  implementation 
plan  since  June,  1973,  through  a  decision 
of  the  U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
Sixth  Circuit.  Moreover,  ample  oppor- 
timity  has  now  been  given  for  public 
comment  ^on  the  provisions  of  the  plan, 
and  further  postponement  of  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  would  serve  no  useful  purpose. 
(Sec.  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended 
1970  (42  U.S.C.  1857C-6).) 

Dated;  August  9, 1974. 

John  Quarles, 
Acting  Administrator. 

Part  52  of  Cfiiapter  I,  Title  40,  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  as 
follows: 

Subpart  S — Kentucky 

1.  In  §  52.920,  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c) 
are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  52.590  Identiflcati  of  plan. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(b)  The  plan  was  officially  submitted 
on  February  8, 1972,  and  was  resubmitted 
on  December  5, 1973. 

(c)  Supplemental  information  was 
submitted  on: 

(1)  March  6  and  17,  May  3,  and  June 
7,  1972,  by  the  Kentucky  Air  Pollution 
Control  OfiBce,  and 

(2)  December  5,  1973,  and  May  21, 
1974,  by  the  Kentucky  Department  for 
Natural  Resources  and  Environmental 
Protection. 

§  52.928  [Revoked] 

2.  Section  52.928  is  revoked. 

3.  Section  52.930  is  added  as  follows: 
§  52.930  Control  strategy :  General. 

(a)  The  requirements  of  §  51.12  of 
this  chapter  are  not  met  since  section  1 
(b)  of  Kentucky  regulation  AP-1  may 
be  interpreted  as  permitting  the  use  of 
Intermittent  controls  in  cases  where  con¬ 
stant  controls  are  available.  Therefore, 
section  Kb)  of  regulation  AP-1  is  dis¬ 
approved. 

[PR  Doc.74-18755  Filed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  E— PESTICIDE  PROGRAMS 
[FRL  252-2] 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW  AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Alachlor 

A  petition  (PP  4F1406)  was  filed  by 
Monsanto  Co.,  800  North  Lindbergh  Bou¬ 


levard,  St.  Louis,  MO  63166,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  provisions  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  346a) , 
proposing  establishment  of  tolerances  for 
combined  negligible  residues  of  the  her¬ 
bicide  alachlor  (2-chloro-2',6'-diethyl- 
N-methoxymethyl)  acetanilide)  and  its 
metabolites  (calculated  as  2-chloro-2',6'- 
dlethyl  -  N  -  (methoxymethyl)  acetani¬ 
lide)  in  or  on  the  raw  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  forages  of  field  beans,  lima 
beans,  and  peas  at  0.2  part  per  million 
and  field  beans,  green  lima  beans  (deter¬ 
mined  on  green  lima  beans  after  remov¬ 
ing  any  pod  present  when  marketed) ,  and 
peas  with  pods  (determined  on  peas  after 
removing  any  pod  present  when  mar¬ 
keted)  at  0.1  part  per  million. 

Subsequently,  the  petitioner  amended 
the  petition  by  revising  “forages  of  field 
beans,  lima  beans,  and  peas”  to  read 
“forage  and  hay  of  peas  and  beans”  and 
by  revising  “green  lima  beans  (deter¬ 
mined  on  green  lima  beans  after  remov¬ 
ing  any  pod  present  when  marketed)  ”  to 
read  “green  lima  beans”. 

Based  on  consideration  given  the  peti¬ 
tion  and  other  relevant  material,  it  is 
concluded  that; 

1.  The  herbicide  is  useful  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  for  which  the  tolerances  are  being 
established. 

2.  The  established  tolerances  are  ade¬ 
quate  to  cover  residues  in  eggs,  meat, 
milk,  and  poultry  resulting  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  and  existing  uses,  and  §  180.6(a) 
(2)  applies. 

3.  The  tolerances  established  by  this 
order  will  protect  the  public  health. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  408(d)(2).  68  Stat.  512  (21 
U.S.C.  346a(d)  (2) ),  the  authority  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Administrator  of  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  (35  FR 
15623),  and  the  authority  delegated  by 
the  Administrator  to  the  Deputy  Assist¬ 
ant  Administrator  for  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams  (39  FR  18805) ,  §  180.249  is 

amended  by  revising  the  paragraphs  “0.2 
part  per  million  (negligible  residue) 

•  *  •”  and  “0.1  part  per  million  (neg¬ 
ligible  residue)  •  *  '’’as  follows: 

§  180.249  Alachlor;  lolerances  for  resi¬ 
dues. 

*  •  *  •  * 

0.2  part  per  million  (negligible  resi¬ 
due)  in  or  on  com  fodder  and  forage, 
corn  grain,  cotton  forage,  forage  and  hay 
of  peas  and  beans,  and  soybeans. 

0.1  part  per  million  (negligible  residue) 
in  or  on  field  (dry)  beans,  green  lima 
beans,  peas  with  pods  (determined  on 
peas  after  removing  any  pod  present 
when  marketed) ,  and  potatoes. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Any  person  who.  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  on  or  before  September  16,  1974  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Room  1019E,  4th  & 
M  Streets  SW..  Waterside  Mall,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20460,  written  objections 
thereto  in  quint uplicate.  Objections  shall 
show  wherein  the  person  filing  wUl  be 
adversely  affected  by  the  order  and  spec¬ 
ify  with  particularity  the  provisions  of 
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the  order  deemed  objectlcxiable  and  the 
grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing 
is  requested,  the  objections  must  state 
the  Issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  will 
be  granted  If  the  objecticms  are  supported 
by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to-justlfy  the 
relief  sought.  Objections  may  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief  In  sup¬ 
port  thereof. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  August  15, 1974. 

(Sec.  408(d)  (2),  88  Stat.  512  (21  U.S.C.  346a 
(a)(2))) 

Dated:  August  12, 1974. 

Henry  J.  Korp, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 

for  Pesticide  Programs. 

tFR  Doc.74-18764  PUed  8-14-74:8:46  am] 


[PRL  2S0-g] 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW  AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

0,0-Diethyl  0-[4-(Methylsulfinyl) Phenyl] 
Phosphorothioate 

A  petition  (PP  2F1209)  was  filed  by 
Chemagro  Division  of  Baychem  Corp., 
Post  Office  Box  4913,  Kansas  City,  MO 
64120,  In  accordance  with  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (21  n.S.C.  346a) ,  proposing  establish¬ 
ment  of  tolerances  for  combined  residues 
of  the  Insecticide  and  nematoclde  0,0- 
Dlethyl  O  -  [4  -  (methylsulflnyl) phenyl] 
phosphorothioate  and  its  cholinesterase- 
inhibiting  metabolites  In  or  on  the  raw 
agricultural  commodities  soybean  forage 
at  0.1  part  per  million;  and  cottonseed, 
soybeans,  and  in  the  meat,  fat,  and  meat 
bsrproducts  of  hogs  and  horses  at  0.02 
part  per  million. 

Based  on  consideration  given  the  data 
submitted  in  this  petition  and  other  rele¬ 
vant  material,  it  is  concluded  that: 

1.  The  Insecticide-nematocide  Is  tise- 
ful  for  the  purpose  for  which  the  toler¬ 
ances  are  being  established. 

2.  There  Is  no  reasonable  expectati<m 
of  residues  in  eggs,  milk,  or  poultry,  and 
S  180.6(a)  (3)  applies. 

3.  The  proposed  tolerance  at  0.02  part 
per  million  Is  adequate  to  cover  residues 
In  the  meat,  fat,  and  meat  byproducts 
of  hogs  and  horses;  and  the  established 
tolerance  of  0.02  part  per  million  for 
residues  in  the  meat,  fat,  and  meat  by¬ 
products  of  cattle,  goats,,  and  sheep  Is 
adequate  to  cover  residues  resulting  from 
the  proposed  and  established  uses. 

4.  The  tolerances  established  by  this 
order  will  protect  the  public  health. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  408(d)(2),  68  Stat  512);  (21 
U.S.C.  346a(d)  (2) ),  the  authority  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Administrator  of  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  (35  PR 
15623),  and  the  authority  delegated  by 
the  Administrator  to  the  Deputy  Assist¬ 
ant  Administrator  for  Pesticide  Pro¬ 


grams  (39  FR  18805),  1  180.234  Is  amend¬ 
ed  by  (a)  revising  the  heading,  the 
Introductory  paragra^di,  and  the  para¬ 
graphs  “0.1  part  p^  million  •••**,  and 
“0.02  part  per  mllUoii  In  meat  *  *  and 
(b)  by  Inserting  the  new  paragraph  “0.02 
part  per  million  in  or  on  coUonseed  •  •  •*• 
after  the  paragraph  “0.02  pari  vex  mil¬ 
lion  (negligible  residue)  •  •  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  180.234  0,0-Dielhyl  0-[4-(methylsul- 
finyl)phcnyl] phosphorothioate;  tol¬ 
erances  for  residues. 

Tolerances  are  established  for  com¬ 
bined  residues  of  the  Insecticide  and 
nematoclde  O.O-dlethyl  0-[4-(methyl- 
sulfinyl)  phenyl]  phosphorothioate  and 
Its  cholinesterase-inhibiting  metabolites 
In  or  on  raw  agricultural  commodities  as 
follows: 

•  *  •  •  • 

0.1  part  per  million  In  or  on  com  grain 
(including  field  com  and  popcorn) ,  fresh 
com  Including  sweet  ccon  (kemdis  cdus 
cob  with  husk  removed),  onions  (dir), 
potatoes,  rutabagas  (roots),  so3rbean 
forage,  and  tomatoes. 

•  •  •  «  • 

0.02  port  per  million  In  or  on  cotton¬ 
seed  and  soybeans. 

0.02  part  per  million  In  the  meat,  fat, 
and  meat  byproducts  of  cattle,  goats, 
hogs,  horses,  and  sheep. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  on  or  before  September  16,  1974,  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Room  1019E,  4th  & 
M  Streets,  SW.,  Waterside  Mall,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20460,  written  objections 
thereto  in  qulntupllcate.  Objections  shall 
show  wherein  the  person  filing  will  be 
adversely  affected  by  the  order  and 
specify  with  particularity  the  provisions 
of  the  order  deemed  objectionable  and 
the  groimds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  Is  requested,  the  objections  must 
state  the  Issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  granted  If  the  objections  are 
supported  by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to 
justify  the  relief  sought.  Objections  may 
be  accompanied  by  a  memorandum  <x 
brief  in  support  thereof. 

Effective  date:  This  order  shall  become 
effective  August  15, 1974. 

(Bee.  408(d)(2),  88  Stat.  512  (21  DA.C. 
846a{d) (2) ) ) 

Dated:  August  8, 1974. 

Henry  J.  Korp, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 
jFR  Doc.74-18717  PUed  8-14-74:8:46  am] 


[PEL  250-7] 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW  AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL  CCMMODrriES 

Benomyl 

A  petition  (PP  4F1466)  was  filed  by 
E.  L  du  Pont  de  Nemours  li  Co.,  Inc., 


Wilmington.  DE  19898,  in  accordance 
with  provlslcms  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Coemetic  Act  (21  nJB.C.  346a) , 
prtH?OBlng  establishment  ot  a  tolerance 
for  combined  residues  of  the  fungicide 
benomyl  (methyl  l-(butylcarbamoyl)  -2- 
benidmldazolecaibamate)  and  its  me¬ 
tabolites  containing  the  b»izlmldazole 
moiety  (calculated  as  benomyU  In  or  <xi 
the  raw  agricultural  commodity  soybeans 
at  0.2  part  per  million. 

Bas^  on  consideration  given  the  data 
submitted  In  the  petition  and  other  rele¬ 
vant  material.  It  Is  concluded  that: 

1.  The  fungicide  is  useful  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  for  which  the  tolerance  Is  being 
established. 

2.  The  established  tolerances  on  meat, 
milk,  poultry,  and  eggs  are  adequate  to 
cover  any  residues  resulting  fnrni  the 
proposed  and  established  uses. 

3.  The  tolerance  established  by  this 
(Mder  will  protect  the  public  health. 

Hierefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  408(d)(2),  68  Stat.  512;  21 
U.S.C.  346a(d)  (2) ) ,  the  authority  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Administrator  of  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  (36  PR 
15623),  and  the  authority  delegated  by 
the  Administrator  to  the  Deputy  Assist¬ 
ant  Administrator  for  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams  (39  FR  18805) ,  S  180.294  is 
amended  by  revising  the  paragraph  “0.2 
part  per  million  In  or  on  peanuts  •  •  •" 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  180.294  Benomyl;  tolerances  for  res¬ 
idues. 

•  •  *  •  • 

0.2  part  per  million  In  or  on  peanuts, 
soybeans,  and  sugar  beet  roots. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely 
affected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at 
any  time  on  or  before  September  16, 
1974,  file  with  the  Hearing  CJlerk,  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency,  Rocmi 
1019E,  4th  &  M  Streets  SW..  Waterside 
Mall,  Washington,  D.C.  20460,  written 
objections  thereto  In  qulntupllcate.  Ob¬ 
jections  shall  show  wherein  the  person 
filing  will  be  adversely  affected  by  the 
order  and  specify  with  particularity  the 
provisions  of  the  order  deemed  objec¬ 
tionable  and  the  grotmds  for  the  objec¬ 
tions.  If  a  hearing  Is  requested,  the  objec¬ 
tions  must  state  the  Issues  for  the  hear¬ 
ing.  A  hearing  will  be  granted  if  the  cb- 
jectlons  are  supported  by  grounds  legally 
sufficient  to  justify  the  rell^  sought.  Ob¬ 
jections  may  be  accompanied  by  a 
memorandum  or  brief  In  support  thereof. 

Effective  date:  Hiis  order  shall  become 
effective  August  15, 1974. 

(Sac.  408(<1)(S),  88  Stat.  612  (21  TTA.C. 
848a«l)  (2))) 

Dated:  August  8. 1974. 

Henry  J.  Korp, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 

[TO  Doc.74-187ie  Piled  8-14-74;8:46  am] 
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Title  41 — Public  Contracts  and  Property 
*  Management 

CHAPTER  114 — DEPARTMENT  OF  THE 
INTERIOR 

PART  114-40— TRANSPORTATION  AND 
TRAFFIC  MANAGEMENT 

Subpart  114-40.50 — Use  of  Commercial 
Forms  and  Procedures  for  Small  Ship¬ 
ments 

Payment  Policy 

Axtgtist  8, 1974. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Interior  contained  In  5 
n.S.C.  301  and  sec.  205(c),  63  Stat.  390; 
(40  U.S.C.  486(c)),  Subpart  114-40.50, 
Chapter  114,  Title  41  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations,  is  amended  as  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  only  revises  Depart¬ 
mental  procedure  to  comply  with  a  pay¬ 
ment  policy  authorized  by  the  Comp¬ 
troller  General,  and  the  prior  notice  and 
public  procedure  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
553  are  inapplicable.  Therefore,  this 
amendment  will  become  effective  Au¬ 
gust  15, 1974. 

Richard  R.  Hite, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 

of  the  Interior. 

Sec. 

114-40.5001  Authority. 

114-40.6002  Procedures. 

1 14-40 A003  Existing  carrier  agreements. 

1 14-40 .6004  Payment  from  Imprest  Funds. 
114-40.6006  Advance  payment. 

114-40.6006  Alternate  delivery  receipt  pro¬ 
cedure. 

§  114—40.5001  Authority. 

As  provided  In  5  GAO  3017,  Govern¬ 
ment  agencies  are  authorized  to  use  com¬ 
mercial  forms  and  procedures  for  freight 
shipments  on  which  transportation 
charges  do  not  exceed  $25  per  shipment 
(4  CFR  52.16).  The  Department  made 
an  administrative  determination  that 
there  are  many  situations  where  com¬ 
mercial  forms  and  procedures  would  be 
more  efficient  and  economical  than  Gov¬ 
ernment  bill  of  lading  forms,  and  ex¬ 
tended  this  discretionary  authority  to  the 
heads  of  Bureaus  and  Offices  by  memo¬ 
randum  of  December  4,  1969.  In  compli¬ 
ance  with  5  GAO  3017.20(1),  a  copy  of 
this  memorandum  was  sent  to  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Accounting  Office  by  letter  of  De¬ 
cember  12, 1969. 

§  114—40.5002  Procedures. 

Subject  to  the  following  limitations 
and  Instructions,  the  head  of  each  Bu¬ 
reau  and  Office  may,  for  specific  circum¬ 
stances,  approve  the  use  of  commercial 
forms  and  procedures  to  procure  freight 
or  express  transportation  services  for 
designated  types  of  small  shipments 
when  he  determines  that  this  procedure 
is  more  efficient  and  economical  than  the 
use  of  Government  bills  of  lading: 

(a)  The  use  of  this  discretionary 
authority  is  limited  to  those  shipments 
for  which  the  total  estimated  transpor¬ 
tation  charges  do  not  exceed  $25  per 
shipment. 

(b)  A  letter  of  agreement  must  be  ex¬ 
ecuted  by  each  participating  carrier  (or 
its  agent),  signifying  acceptance  of  the 
arrangements  for  use  of  commercial 
forms  and  procedures  in  connection  with 


the  small  shipments  in  question.  TThe 
letter  of  agreement  shall  be  retained 
in  the  files  of  the  Bureau  or  Office  partic¬ 
ipating  in  the  agreement. 

(c)  The  letter  of  agreement  must  con¬ 
tain  the  provision  specifically  prescribed 
in  5  GAO  3017.20(3),  making  the  terms 
and  conditions  which  are  applicable  to 
shipments  on  U.S.  Government  bills  of 
lading  applicable  also  to  shipments  mov¬ 
ing  on  coanmercial  bills  of  lading  vmder 
the  agreement. 

(d)  The  administrative  procedures 
prescribed  in  5  GAO  3017.30,  for  process¬ 
ing  bills  for  shipments  made  on  com¬ 
mercial  forms,  are  to  be  observed  by  all 
offices  i>articipating  in  small  shipment 
carrier  agreements. 

§  114—40.5003  Existing  carrier  agree¬ 
ments. 

The  General  Services  Administration 
has  concluded  agreements  with  several 
carriers  to  use  commercial  forms  and 
procedures  on  small  shipments  where  the 
transportation  charges  do  not  exceed  $25 
per  shipment.  Copies  of  these  agreements 
are  distributed  by  GSA  bulletins  In  the 
FPMR  G  series.  Bureaus  and  Offices  are 
authorized  to  use  commercial  forms  and 
procedures  imder  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  specified  in  these  agreements  and 
in  accordance  with  supplemental  in¬ 
structions  contained  in  Financial  Ad¬ 
ministration  Memoranda  Issued  by  the 
Division  of  Financial  Administration, 
Office  of  Budget,  Assistant  Secretary — 
Program  Development  and  Budget. 

§  114—40.5004  Payment  from  Imprest 
Funds. 

The  Comptroller  General  has  au¬ 
thorized  settlement  of  transportation 
charges  on  small  shipments  by  the  im¬ 
prest  fund  method  of  payment  when  ad¬ 
vantageous  to  the  Government  and 
agreeable  to  the  carrier  involved.  The  use 
of  Imprest  funds  for  such  payments  shall 
be  in  accordance  with  FPR  1-3.604,  IPR 
14-3.604,  and  337  DM  2,  Administration 
of  Imprest  Funds,  subject  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  limitations ; 

(a)  Transportation  chai-ges  paid  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Imprest  fund  procedures 
shall  not  exceed  $25  for  any  one  transac¬ 
tion,  and 

(b)  Imprest  fimds  shall  not  be  used  to 
pay  for  international  shipments  or  for 
household  goods  van  shipments. 

§  1 14—40.5005  Advance  payment. 

The  Comptroller  General  has  au¬ 
thorized,  imder  certain  conditions,  the 
payment  of  transportation  charges  for 
small  shipments  at  origin  or  destination 
in  advance  of  completion  of  service  upon 
presentation  by  the  carrier  or  forwarder 
of  the  usual  ticket,  receipt,  bill  of  lading, 
or  equivalent  document  covering  the 
service  involved.  For  additional  informa¬ 
tion,  refer  to  Financial  Administration 
Memorandum  No.  74-53  (n.F.4). 

§  114 — 40.5006  .41ternulc  deliver?  re«-eipl 
procedure. 

As  provided  in  5  GAO  3035.20,  the  use 
of  the  alternate  delivery  receipt  proce¬ 
dure  is  authorized  for  Internationa  air¬ 
line  shipments  for  delivery  at  foreign 
destinations  and  on  international  and 
domestc  shipments  of  unaccompanied 


baggage  via  freight.  The  General  Ac¬ 
counting  Office  has  expanded  the  alter¬ 
nate  delivery  receipt  procedure  to  apply 
on  Inbound  International  airline  ship¬ 
ments  (U.S.  destinations),  regardless  of 
the  commodity  shipped,  when  the  GBL 
cannot  be  accomplished  at  the  destina¬ 
tion  airport.  As  prescribed  in  5  GAO 
3035.30,  a  certificate  of  billing  carrier  in 
lieu  of  waiver  from  delivering  carrier 
should  also  be  furnished  when  carriers 
elect  to  use  the  delivery  receipt  procedure 
on  inbound  airline  shipments. 

IPR  Doc.74-18725  Piled  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


PART  114-43 — UTILIZATION  OF 
PERSONAL  PROPERTY 

Data  Processing  Equipment 

August  8,  1974. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Interior  contained  In  5 
n.S.C.  301  and  sec.  205(c),  63  Stat.  390; 
(40  U.S.C.  486(c)),  Subpart  114-43.3  of 
CJhapter  114,  Title  41  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations,  is  amended  as  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  relates  only  to  mat¬ 
ters  of  internal  Department  practice.  It 
is,  therefore,  determined  that  the  public 
rule-making  procedure  is  unnecessary 
and  this  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  August  15, 1974. 

Richard  R.  Hite, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

§  114-^3.313-5  [Revoked] 

1.  The  Table  of  Contents  is  amended  by 
deleting  the  reference  to  114-43.313-5, 
Electronic  data  processing  equipment, 
and  §  114-43.313-5  is  deleted  in  its  en¬ 
tirety. 

[FR  Doc.74-18726  Piled  8-14-74:8:45  am] 

Title  45 — Public  Welfare 

SUBTITLE  A— DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 

EDUCATION  AND  WELFARE,  GENERAL 

ADMINISTRATION 

PART  5 — AVAILABILITY  OF  INFORMATION 

TO  THE  PUBLIC  PURSUANT  TO  PUBLIC 

LAW  90-23 

Correction 

The  headings  for  FR  Doc.  74-18363 
appearing  at  page  28630  in  the  issue  of 
Friday,  August  9,  1974  should  read  as  set 
forth  above. 

The  contents  entry  for  the  above  docu¬ 
ment  appearing  at  page  iii  of  the  August 
ninth  issue  was  erroneously  listed  under 
Education  Office.  It  should  be  included 
under  the  Health,  Education  and  Wel¬ 
fare  Department  listing. 


CHAPTER  I— OFFICE  OF  EDUCATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION, 
AND  WELFARE 

PART  103 — RESEARCH  AND  TRAINING, 
EXEMPLARY,  AND  CURRICULUM  DE¬ 
VELOPMENT  PROGRAMS  IN  VOCA¬ 
TIONAL  EDUCATION 

Administration  of  Research  and  Training 
Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  2, 1974  at  39  FR  15294,  setting  forth 
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proposed  regulations  governing  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  research  and  train¬ 
ing,  exemplary,  and  curriculiun  devel¬ 
opment  programs  under  Parts  C,  D,  and 
I,  respectively  of  the  Vocational  Educa¬ 
tional  Act  of  1963,  as  amended,  20  U.S.C. 
1241-1391. 

Pursuant  to  section  503  of  the  Educa¬ 
tion  Amendments  of  1972,  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  held  on  May  30,  1974,  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  on  the  proposed  regulations. 

In  addition,  written  comments  were  in¬ 
vited.  One  comment  was  received,  in 
writing.  This  commenter  suggested  that 
the  definition  of  the  term  “vocational 
education”  should  be  clarified  as  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  merely  defined  the  term 
as  “vocatipnal  and  technical  education”. 
Since  the  Vocational  Education  Act  con¬ 
tains  in  section  108  (1) ,  a  comprehensive 
definition  of  vocational  education,  the 
definition  in  §  103.3  of  the  regulations 
has  been  amended  to  make  specific  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  comprehensive  definition 
in  the  Act. 

Since  the  additional  criteria  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  A  and  B  were  developed  for  the 
programs  in  fiscal  year  1974  and  notice 
must  be  given  of  new,  amended,  or  re¬ 
vised  additional  criteria  for  fiscal  year 
1975,  in  order  to  be  sure  that  no  reader 
will  be  misled,  there  has  been  added  to 
each  Appendix,  in  the  heading  after  “ad¬ 
ditional  criteria”  the  designation  “for 
fiscal  year  1974”. 

Part  103  of  Title  45  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  is  revised  to  read  as  set 
forth  below. 

Effective  Date.  Pursuant  to  section  503 

(d)  of  the  Education  Amendments  of 
1972  (Pub.  L.  92-318) ,  these  regulations 
become  effective  September  14,  1974. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Nos.  13.498,  13.496,  and  13.502,  Vocational 
Education — Research,  Curriculum  Develop¬ 
ment,  and  Innovation  (Exemplary  Programs 
and  Projects) ) 

Dated:  July  18, 1974. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

U.S.  Commisioner  of  Education. 

Approved;  August  6, 1974. 

Caspar  W.  Weinberger, 

Secretary  of  Health. 

Education,  and  Welfare. 

PART  103— RESEARCH  AND  TRAINING, 

EXEMPLARY  AND  CURRICULUM  DEVEL¬ 
OPMENT  PROGRAMS  IN  VOCATIONAL 

EDUCATION 

Subpart  A — Applicability  and  Definitions 

Sec. 

103.1  Applicability. 

103.3  Definitions. 

103.4  Cross  reference  to  general  provisions 

regulations. 

Subpart  B — Research  and  Training  Programs 
(Part  C  of  the  Act) 

103.1 1  Eligible  programs  and  projects. 

103.12  Eligible  applicants. 

103.13  Applications  for  grants  or  contracts. 

103.15  Distribution  of  grants  and  contracts 

among  the  States. 

Subpart  C — Exemplary  Programs  and  Projects 
(Part  D  of  the  Act) 

103.21  Purpose. 

103  22  Enable  programs  and  projects. 


Sec. 

103.23  Eligible  applicants. 

103.24  Applications  for  grants  or  contracts. 

103.25  Review  of  appUcstlons. 

103.26  Distribution  of  grants  and  rantracts 

among  the  States. 

Subpart  D — Curriculum  Development  Programs 
(Part  I  of  the  AcD 

103.31  Purpose. 

103.32  Eligible  programs  and  projects. 

103.33  Eligible  applicants. 

Appendix  A — Exemplary  Projects  In  Voca¬ 
tional  Education  Additional  Criteria 

Appendix  B — Research  Projects  In  Vocational 
Education  Additional  Criteria 

Authoritt:  Secs.  131-134, 141-145,  and  191 
of  the  Vocational  Education  Act  of  1963,  as 
amended;  82  Stat.  1078-1082,  and  1091,  as 
amended;  20  UB.C.  1281-1305,  and  1391, 
unless  otherwise  noted.  * 

Subpart  A — Applicability  and  Definitions 
§  103.1  Applicability. 

The  regulations  in  this  part  apply  to 
grants  and  contracts  made  by  the  U.S. 
Commissioner  of  Education  for  research 
and  training  programs  under  section  131 
(a)  of  part  C,  for  exemplary  programs 
and  projects  under  section  142(c)  of  part 
D,  and  for  curriculum  development  pro¬ 
grams  under  section  191  of  part  I  of  the 
Vocational  Education  Act  of  1963,  as 
amended. 

(20U.S.C.  1281(a),  1302(c).  1391) 

§  103.3  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  part; 

“Act”  means  the  Vocational  Education 
Act  of  1963,  as  amended. 

(20U.S.C.  1241-1391) 

“Curriculum  materials”  means  mate¬ 
rials  consisting  of  a  series  of  courses  to 
cover  instruction  In  any  occupational 
field  in  vocational  education  which  are- 
designed  to  prepare  persons  for  employ¬ 
ment  at  the  entry  level  or  to  upgrade  oc¬ 
cupational  competencies  of  those  previ¬ 
ously  or  presently  employed  in  any  oc¬ 
cupational  field. 

(20  U.S.C.  1391(C)  (2)) 

“Local  educational  agency”  means  a 
board  of  education  or  other  legally  con¬ 
stituted  local  school  authority  having  ad¬ 
ministrative  control  and  direction  of 
public  elementary  or  secondary  schools  in 
a  city,  county,  township,  school  district, 
or  political  subdivision  in  a  State,  or  any 
other  public  educational  institution  or 
agency  (such  as  a  junior  or  community 
college  or  State-operated  area  vocational 
school)  having  administrative  control 
and  direction  of  a  vocational  education 
program. 

(20U.S.C.  1248(9)) 

“New  careers”  or  “new  occupations” 
Includes  careers  or  occupations  in  such 
fields  as  mental  and  physical  health, 
crime  prevention  and  correction,  welfare, 
education,  municipal  services,  child  care, 
and  recreation,  requiring  less  training 
than  professional  positions  in  such  fields 
but  providing  opportunity  for  advance¬ 
ment  within  a  career  continuum  or 
sequence. 


(20  U.S.C.  1282(6)) 

“State”  means  a  State  of  the  Union, 
the  District  of  Columbia,  the  Common¬ 
wealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  the  Virgin  Islands, 
Guam,  American  Samoa,  and  the  Trust 
Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands. 

(20  U.S.C.  1248(7)) 

“State  board”  means  the  State  board 
designated  or  created  under  State  law  as 
the  sole  State  agency  responsible  for  the 
administration  of  vocational  education, 
or  for  supervision  of  the  administration 
thereof  by  local  educational  agencies  in 
the  State,  and  designated  in  the  State 
plan  pursuant  to  the  regulations  govern¬ 
ing  State  vo(»,tional  education  programs 
(45  CFR  102.32). 

(20  UB.C.  1248(8),  1263(a)) 

“Vocational  education”  means  voca¬ 
tional  education  as  defined  in  section 
108(1)  of  the  Act. 

(20  U.S.C.  1248(1)) 

§  103.4  Cross  reference  to  general  pro¬ 
visions  regulations. 

Assistance  provided  under  this  part  is 
subject  to  applicable  provisions  con¬ 
tained  in  Subchapter  A  of  this  chapter 
(relating  to  fiscal,  administrative,  prop¬ 
erty  management,  and  other  matters) . 

(20  U.S.C.  12210(b)  (1)) 

Subpart  B — Research  and  Training 
Programs  (Part  C  of  the  Act) 

§103.11  Eligible  programs  and  projects. 

Funds  available  under  section  131(a) 
of  the  Act  may  be  used  by  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  to  award  grants  and  contracts  to 
eligible  applicants  to  pay  part  of  the  cost 
of  the  following  types  of  activities  re¬ 
lated  to  vocational  location: 

(a)  Research  in  vocational  education; 

(b)  Training  programs  designed  to 
familiarize  persons  involved  in  voca¬ 
tional  education  with  research  findings 
and  successful  pilot  and  demonstration 
projects  in  vocational  education; 

(c)  Experimental,  developmental,  and 
pilot  programs  and  projects  designed  to 
test  the  effectiveness  of  research  find¬ 
ings; 

(d)  Demonstration  and  dissemination 
projects; 

(e)  The  development  of  new  voca¬ 
tional  education  curricula;  and 

(f )  Projects  in  the  development  of  new 
careers  and  new  occupations,  such  as: 

(1)  Research  and  experimental  proj¬ 
ects  designed  to  identify  new  careers  and 
to  delineate,  within  such  careers,  roles 
with  the  potential  for  advancement  from 
one  level  to  another; 

(2)  Training  and  development  projects 
designed  to  demonstrate  improved  meth¬ 
ods  for  securing  the  involvement,  coop¬ 
eration,  and  commitment  of  both  the 
public  and  private  sectors  toward  the  end 
of  achieving  greater  coordination  and 
more  effective  implementation  of  pro¬ 
grams  for  the  employment  of  persons  In 
new  careers  and  occupations.  Including 
programs  to  prepare  professionals  (in¬ 
cluding  administrators)  to  work  effec¬ 
tively  with  aides;  and* 
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(3)  Projects  to  evaluate  the  operation 
of  programs  for  the  training,  develop¬ 
ment,  and  utilization  of  public  service 
aides,  particularly  their  effectiveness  in 
providing  satisfactory  work  experiences 
and  in  meeting  public  needs  whether 
through  employment  by  public  or  private 
agencies. 

(20  U£.C.  1281(a).  1282) 

§  103.12  £ligibl<i  applicants. 

(a)  The  following  categories  of  agen¬ 
cies  and  institutions  are  eligible  for 
grants  or  contracts  under  this  subpart: 

( 1 )  Institutions  of  higher  education ; 

(2)  State  boards; 

(3)  Local  educational  agencies;  and 

(4)  Other  public  or  private  agencies 
or  institutions,  provided  that  no  grants 
may  be  made  to  other  than  a  nonprofit 
agency  or  institution. 

(b)  Individuals  are  not  eligible  for 
such  grants  o:-  contracts. 

(20  UB.C.  1281(a)) 

§  103.13  Applications  for  grants  or  con¬ 
tracts. 

(a)  All  applications  from  local  educa¬ 
tional  agencies  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
Commissioner  through  the  State  board 
and  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  state¬ 
ment  of  the  State  board  Indicating  its 
approval  of  the  application. 

(20  UA.C.  1281  (a) ,  1283(a) ) 

(b)  The  application  shall  be  executed 
by  an  Individual  authorized  to  act  for 
the  applicant.  Applications  shall  be 
mailed  to  the  Application  Control  Cen¬ 
ter,  U.S.  OflBce  of  Education,  400  Mary¬ 
land  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20202,  (Attention:  13.498). 

(aoniS.C.  1283(a)) 

(c)  Requests  for  applications  and  ap¬ 
plication  information  shall  be  mailed  to 
Divlslcoi  of  Research  and  Demonstration, 
X7J3.  Office  of  Education,  Room  5012,  7th 
and  D  Streets,  ROB-3)  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20202. 

§  103.15  Distribution  of  grants  and  con¬ 
tracts  among  the  States. 

(a)  Grants  and  contracts  to  eligible 
applicants  located  in  any  one  State  will 
be  awarded  by  the  Commissioner  only 
from  funds  allotted  to  that  State  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  103(a)(2)  of  the  Act 
and  available  to  th^  Commissioner  under 
section  131(a)  of  the  Act,  except  that— 
(20  UJ3.C.  1242(a).  1243 (a)  (2).  1281  (a)) 

(1)  Grants  and  contracts  for  programs 
or  projects  of  national  significance  may 
be  made  from  funds  derived  from  a  pro 
rata  share  of  allotments  to  all  the  States, 
and 

(2)  Grants  and  contracts  for  programs 
or  projects  of  regional  or  Interstate  sig¬ 
nificance  may  be  made  from  funds  de¬ 
rived  from  a  pro  rata  share  of  allotments 
to  all  of  the  States  affected  by  the  signifi¬ 
cance  of  the  program  or  project. 

(b)  Determination  of  whether  a  par¬ 
ticular  program  or  project  has  national, 
regional,  or  interstate  significance  will  be 
made  by  the  Commissioner  mi  the  basis 
of  Information  submitted  to  him  in  the 


application  and  after  consultation  with 
a  panel  of  experts. 

(20  U.S.C.  1281, 1283(b)  ) 

Subpart  C — Exemplary  Programs  and 
Projects  (Part  D  of  the  Act) 

§  103.21  Purpose. 

The  purpose  of  part  D  of  the  Act  la 
to  stimulate  new  ways  to  create  a  bridge 
between  school  and  earning  a  living  for 
young  people  who  are  still  in  school,  who 
have  left  school  either  by  graduation  or 
by  dropping  out,  or  who  are  in  postsec¬ 
ondary  programs  of  vocational  prepara¬ 
tion:  and  to  promote  cooperation  be¬ 
tween  public  education  and  manpower 
agencies,  through  Federal  financial  sup¬ 
port  of  exemplary  and  innovative  occu¬ 
pational  programs  or  projects  which  are 
designed  to  broaden  occupational  aspira¬ 
tions  and  opportunities  for  youths,  par¬ 
ticularly  disadvantaged  youths;  and  to 
serve  as  models  for  use  in  vocational 
education  programs. 

(20  U.S.C.  1301,  1303(a)  (2) ) 

§  103.22  Eligible  programs  and  projects. 

Funds  available  under  section  142(c) 
of  the  Act  may  be  used  by  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  to  award  grants  and  contracts  to 
eligible  applicants  to  pay  all  or  part  of 
the  cost  of  planning  and  developing  or 
establishing,  operating,  or  evaluating  ex¬ 
emplary  programs  or  projects  designed 
to  carry  out  the  purpose  set  forth  in 
§  103.21.  (20  U.S.C.  1302(c) ,  1303(a)  (2) .) 
Such  programs  or  projects  may,  among 
others.  Include; 

(a)  Those  designed  to  familiarize  ele¬ 
mentary  and  secondary  school  students 
with  the  broad  range  of  occujiations  for 
which  specitd  skills  are  requlned  and  the 
requisite  for  careers  in  such  occupa¬ 
tions; 

(b)  Programs  or  projects  for  students 
providing  educational  experiences 
through  work  during  the  school  year  or 
In  the  summer; 

(c)  Programs  or  projects  for  intensive 
occupational  guidance  and  counseling 
during  the  last  years  of  school  and  for 
Initial  job  placement; 

(d)  Programs  or  projects  designed  to 
broaden  or  Improve  vocational  educa¬ 
tion  curriculums; 

(e)  Exchanges  of  personnel  between 
schools  and  other  agencies.  Institutions, 
or  organizations  partlclpatmg  in  activi¬ 
ties  to  achieve  the  purposes  of  this  sub¬ 
part,  including  manpower  agencies  and 
Industry; 

(f)  Programs  or  projects  for  young 
workers  released  from  their  jobs  cm  a 
part-time  basis  for  the  purpose  of  in¬ 
creasing  their  educational  attainment; 
and 

(g)  Programs  or  projects  at  the  sec¬ 
ondary  level  to  motivate  and  provide  pre- 
professional  preparation  for  potential 
teachers  for  vocational  education. 

(20  U.S.C.  1803(a)  (2)  (A)-(Q) ) 

No  financial  assistance  may  be  given  un¬ 
der  part  D  of  the  Act  to  any  program  or 
project  for  a  period  exceeding  3  years. 
(20  U.S.C.  1305) 


§  103.23  Eligible  applicants. 

(a)  The  Commissioner  is  authorized  to 
make  grants  to,  or  contracts  with.  State 
boards  and  local  educational  agencies. 

(b)  The  Commissioner  is  also  author¬ 
ized  to  make  grants  to  other  public  or 
nonprofit  private  agencies,  organizations, 
or  institutions  when  such  grants  will 
make  an  especially  significant  contribu¬ 
tion  to  attaining  the  objectives  of  this 
subpart  as  set  forth  in  §§  103.21  and 
103.22. 

(c)  The  Commissioner  is  also  author¬ 
ized  to  make  contracts  with  public  or 
private  agencies,  organizations,  or  insti¬ 
tutions  when  such  contracts  will  make 
the  contribution  referred  to  in  section 
(b)  of  this  section. 

(d)  Individuals  are  not  eligible  for 
such  grants  or  contracts. 

(20  UA.C.  1302(c)) 

§  103.24  Applications  for  grants  or  con¬ 
tracts. 

(a)  Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  instruc¬ 
tions  and  forms  which  may  be  obtained 
from  the  appropriate  Regional  Office  of 
the  U.S.  Office  of  Education. 

(b)  Completed  applications  are  to  be 
submitted  to  the  appropriate  Regional 
Office  (Attention:  13.502) 

(20-U.S.C.  1302(c)) 

(c)  Copies  of  applications  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  simultaneously  to  the  State  board 
for  its  review.  The  Commissioner  will  not 
approve  any  application  for  a  proposed 
program  or  project  if  the  State  board 
has  notified  the  Commissioner  of  its  dis¬ 
approval  of  such  program  or  project 
within  80  days  of  its  submission  to  the 
State  board  by  the  applicant. 

(20  UA.C.  1303(b)  (3)) 

(d)  Each  program  or  project  proposal 
shall  include  an  evaluation  plan  to  be 
carried  out  by  a  third  party  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  evaluating  the  effectiveness  of  Uie 
program  or  project.  Such  plan  shall  de¬ 
scribe  the  steps  by  which  the  grantee 
will; 

(1)  Determine  the  extent  to  which  the 
objectives  of  the  program  or  project  have 
been  accomplished; 

(2)  Determine  what  factors  either  en¬ 
abled  or  precluded  the  accomplishment 
of  these  objectives;  and 

(3)  Promote  the  inclusion  of  the  suc¬ 
cessful  aspects  of  the  program  or  proj¬ 
ect  into  vocational  education  programs 
supported  with  funds  other  than  those 
provided  under  the  grant. 

(20  U.S.C.  1303(a)  (2)) 

§  103.25  Review  of  applications. 

The  Commissioner  will  not  approve 
any  application  for  a  grant  or  contract 
tmder  this  subpart  until  such  application 
has  been  reviewed  in  accordance  with 
such  procedures  as  the  Commissioner 
may  establish.  Such  review  will  take  into 
account  in  additltm  to  the  criteria  set 
forth  in  9  100a.26(b)  of  this  title  such 
factors  as: 

(a)  Potential  impact  on  reducing  the 
level  of  youth  imemployment; 
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(b)  Extent  of  focus  on  problem  areas 
of  major  importance  In  (1)  creating 
bridges  between  school  and  earning  a 
living  for  young  people;  (2)  prcnnoting 
cooperation  bett^reen  public  educatlcm 
and  manpower  agencies;  and  (3)  broad¬ 
ening  occupational  aspirations  and  op¬ 
portunities  for  youths; 

(c)  Extent  of  emphasis  on  youths  who 
have  academic,  socio-economic,  or  other 
handicaps; 

(d)  Relevance  to  priority  areas  in  vo¬ 
cational  education  as  reflected  in  the 
Act; 

(e)  Utilization  of  procedures  that  ap¬ 
pear  practical  and  feasible  for  wide  ap¬ 
plication  in  vocational  education; 

(f)  Utilization  of  new  approaches  and 
tested  innovations  which  have  emerged 
from  recent  research  and  development 
work;  and 

(g)  Soundness  of  the  proposed  plan 
of  operation,  including  consideration  of 
the  extent  to  which: 

(1)  The  objectives  of  the  proposed  pro¬ 
gram  or  project  are  sharply  defined, 
clearly  stated,  capable  of  being  attained 
by  the  proposed  procedures,  and  capable 
of  being  measured; 

(2)  The  procedures  for  achieving  the 
objectives  are  appropriate,  technically 
sound,  and  explained  in  detail; 

(3)  Provisions  are  made  for  adequate 
evaluation  of  the  effectiveness  of  the 
program  or  project  and  for  determining 
the  extent  to  which  the  objectives  are 
accomplished; 

(4)  Provisions  are  made  for  the  genuine 
and  meaningful  participation  of  students 
enrolled  in  nonprofit  private  schools; 

(5)  Provisions  are  made  for  coordinat¬ 
ing  the  activities  of  the  proposed  pro¬ 
gram  or  project  with  others  having  the 
same  or  similar  purposes; 

(6)  Provisions  are  made  for  dissemi¬ 
nating  the  results  of  the  program  or 
project  and  for  making  materials,  tech¬ 
niques,  and  other  outputs  resulting 
therefrom  available  to  all  those  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  improvement  of  voca¬ 
tional  and  technical  education. 

(h)  Adequacy  of  facilities,  equipment, 
and  materials  for  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
posed  program  or  project; 

(1)  Adequacy  of  qualifications  and  ex¬ 
perience  of  personnel  designated  to  carry 
out  the  program  or  project.  Including 
unique  and  relevant  experiences  in  lieu 
of  formal  degrees  and  certification  re¬ 
quiring  such  degrees; 

(j)  Reasonableness  of  estimated  cost 
In  relation  to  anticipated  results; 

(k)  Adequacy  of  the  steps  described 
for  ensuring  that  successfiil  aspects  of 
the  program  or  project  will  be  Incor¬ 
porated  Into  vocational  education  pro¬ 
grams  supported  with  other  funds;  and 

(l)  Sufficiency  of  size,  scope,  and  dura¬ 
tion  of  program  or  project  so  as  to 
make  a  significant  contribution  to  voca¬ 
tional  education. 

(m)  If  the  application  is  being  sub¬ 
mitted  by  any  type  of  applicant  organi¬ 
zation  other  than  a  State  board  for  vo¬ 
cational  education  or  a  local  educational 
agency,  a  convincing  case  shall  be  made 
that  the  project  would  represent  an 


especially  significant  contribution  to  at¬ 
taining  the  objectives  of  Part  D  of  the 
Act. 

(ao  nA.C.  1301, 1302  (c),  1303) 

(n)  The  application  shall  Include 
suitable  procedures  to  assure  that  Fed¬ 
eral  funds  made  available  for  the  project 
will  not  be  commingled  with  State  or 
local  funds. 

(20U.S.C.  1303(b)(1)(C)) 

§  103.26  Distribution  of  grants  and  con¬ 
tracts  among  the  States. 

Grants  and  contracts  to  eligible  appli¬ 
cants  located  in  any  tme  State  will  be 
awarded  by  the  Commissioner  only  from 
funds  allotted  to  that  State  pursuant  to 
section  142(b)  of  the  Act  and  available 
to  the  Commissioner  under  section  142(c) 
of  the  Act. 

(20  U.S.C.  1302  (a) -(c)) 

Subpart  D — Curriculum  Development 
Programs  (Part  I  of  the  Act) 

§  103.31  Purpose. 

The  purpose  of  part  I  of  the  Act  is  to 
enable  the  Commissioner  to  provide  ap¬ 
propriate  assistance  to  State  and  local 
educational  agencies  in  the  develwment 
of  curriculums  for  new  and  changing  oc¬ 
cupations,  and  to  coordinate  improve¬ 
ments  in,  and  dissemination  of,  existing 
curriculum  materials. 

(20  U.S.C.  1391(a)) 

§  103.32  Eligible  programs  and  projects. 

Funds  available  under  section  191  of 
the  Act  may  be  used  by  the  Commissioner 
to  award  grants  and  contracts  to  eligible 
applicants  for  programs  and  projects 
having  the  following  purposes: 

(a)  To  promote  the  development  and 
dissemination  of  vocational  education 
curriculum  materials  for  use  In  teaching 
occupational  subjects.  Including  cur¬ 
riculums  for  new  and  changing  Occupa¬ 
tional  fields,  and  Including  those  in 
public  service; 

(b)  To  develop  standards  for  curricu¬ 
lum  development  In  all  occupational 
fields; 

(c)  To  coordinate  efforts  of  the  States 
In  the  preparation  of  curriculum  mate¬ 
rials  and  to  prepare  current  lists  of  ciur- 
riculum  materials  available  in  all  occu¬ 
pational  fields; 

(d)  To  survey  curriculum  materials 
produced  by  other  agencies  of  Govern¬ 
ment,  Including  the  Department  of 
Defense: 

(e)  To  evaluate  vocational-technical 
education  curriculum  materials  and  their 
uses;  and 

(f)  To  train  personnel  in  curriculum 
development. 

(20U.S.C.  1391(c)) 

§  103.33  Eligible  applicants. 

(a)  The  following  categories  of  agen¬ 
cies  or  institutions  are  eligible  for  grants 
or  contracts  under  this  subpart; 

(1)  Colleges  or  universities: 

(2)  State  boards;  and 

(3)  Other  public  or  private  agencies  or 
Institutions,  provided  that  no  grant  may 


be  made  to  other  than  a  nonprofit  agency 
or  institution. 

(b)  Individuals  are  not  eligible  for 
such  grants  or  contracts. 

(20  U.S.C.  1391(c)(1)) 

Appendix  A 

EXEMPLARY  PROJECTS  IN  VOCATIONAL  EDUCATION 
ADDITIONAL  CRITERIA  FOR  FISCAL  TEAR  1974 

In  the  making  of  awards  from  funds  avail¬ 
able  for  the  progrsun  ^n  addition  to  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  criteria  In  45  CFB  103.25 
and  100a.26(b) )  priority  wlU  be  given  to 
projects  which  include  a  strong  guidance  and 
counseling  emphasis  and  which  Involve  in 
one  operational  setting  a  coordinated  set  of 
activities  designed  to  carry  out  ail  of  the 
following  purposes. 

a.  To  increase  the  selfawareness  of  each 
student,  to  develop  in  each  student  favorable 
attitudes  about  the  personal,  social,  and  eco¬ 
nomic  significance  of  work,  and  to  assist  each 
student  In  developing  and  practicing  appro¬ 
priate  career  decisionmaking  skills. 

b.  To  increase  the  career  awareness  of  stu¬ 
dents  at  the  elementary  school  level  In  terms 
of  the  broad  range  of  options  open  to  them 
in  the  world  of  work. 

c.  To  provide,  at  the  junior  high  or  mid¬ 
dle  school  level,  career  orientation  and  mean¬ 
ingful  exploratory  experiences  for  students. 

d.  To  provide,  at  grade  levels  10  'through 
14,  job  preparation  In  a  wide  variety  of  oc¬ 
cupational  areas,  with  special  emphasis  on 
Innovative  approaches  to  the  provision  of 
work  experience  and/or  cooperative  educa¬ 
tion  opportunities  for  all  students. 

e.  To  Insure  the  placement  of  all  existing 
students  In  either: 

(1)  A  Job, 

(2)  a  post-secondary  occupational  pro¬ 
gram,  or 

(3)  a  baccalaureate  program. 

(20  U.S.C.  1301,  1303(a)) 

Each  project  may  be  designed  for  a  dura¬ 
tion  of  up  to  three  years,  with  the  under¬ 
standing  that  only  the  first  12  months  of 
activity  will  be  supported  with  fiscal  year 
1974  funds.  Support  for  the  proposed  second 
and  third  years  of  each  project  will  be  de¬ 
pendent  upon  availability  of  expropriations 
and  satisfactory  progress  In  the  implementa¬ 
tion  of  the  earlier  stages  of  the  proje<;t.  Since 
comprehensive  exemplary  projects  will  re¬ 
quire  substantial  financial  resources,  con¬ 
sideration  should  be  given  in  the  project 
design  to  the  possible  coordination  with 
relevant  programs  supported  from  other 
sources. 

(20  u  s  e.  1301,  1306) 

Appendix  B 

RESEARCH  PROJECTTS  IN  V(X;ATIONAL  EDUCATION 
ADDITIONAL  CRITERIA  FOB  FISCAL  TEAR  1974 

In  the  making  of  awards  from  funds  avail¬ 
able  for  the  program  (In  addition  to  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  criteria  in  |  100a.26(b))  prior¬ 
ity  will  be  given  to  applications  which  rank 
high  on  the  basis  of  such  criteria  and  which 
propose  projects  in  one  or  more  of  the  prior¬ 
ity  areas  described  below.  In  addition,  special 
consideration  will  be  given  to  programs  or 
projects  of  national,  regional,  or  interstate 
significance  in  one  or  more  of  the  priority 
areas  described  below.  The  results  of  these 
projects  should  improve  and  extend  existing 
federally  supported  vocational  education 
programs. 

Curriculum  Studies.  Information  is  needed 
to  undergird  curriculum  planning  and  cur¬ 
riculum  development  activities.  Applied 
studies  will  be  supported  to  produce  in¬ 
formation:  (1)  For  developing  Individualized 
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and  performance  oriented  curricula,  Includ¬ 
ing  the  state-of-the-art,  effectiveness,  cost, 
and  ooBt-effectlveness  lnfonnatl<»i,  (2)  that 
Identifies  emerging  occupations  and  expli¬ 
cates  the  curriculum  and  manpower  needs 
for  the  area  or  areas,  and  (3)  that  Identifies 
common  core  of  haslc  skills  for  one  or  more 
occupational  cloister  aresis. 

Disadvantaged,  Handicapped,  and  Minority. 
Information  Is  needed  to  Improve  vocational 
edticatlon  and  vocational  education  oppor¬ 
tunities  for  disadvantaged,  handicapped,  and 
minority  populations.  Applied  studies  will 
be  supported  to  produce  Information  that  is 
designed  for  use  by  decision  makers  at  the 
Federal,  State,  and  loccd  levels.  These  studies 
should  produce  information  which  will;  (1) 
Improve  the  utilization  of  existing  vocational 
education  resources  for  target  populations, 

(2)  improve  the  image  of  vocational  educa¬ 
tion  for  target  populations,  and  (3)  provide 
a  basis  for  improving  access  to  the  field  or 
fields  of  employment  for  which  individuals  in 
a  target  group  or  groups  have  been  trained. 

Alternative  Work  Experience  Programs.  In¬ 
formation  is  needed  to  improve  and  extend 
work  experience  programs.  Applied  studies 
will  be  supported  to  produce  information 
that:  (1)  identifies  more  creative  work  ex¬ 
perience  approaches  with  business,  industry, 

.  and  community  and  dvlc  organizations,  (2) 
provides  a  basis  for  improving  student  and 
employer  satisfaction  in  work  experience  pro¬ 
grams,  (3)  clarifies  legal  and  other  barriers 
to  work  experience  programs,  (4)  provides  a 
basis  for  establishing  standards  for  work  ex¬ 
perience  programs,  and  (5)  identifies  alterna¬ 
tive  work  experience  programs  and  describes 
actual  or  projected  costs  and  cost-benefits  of 
the  programs. 

Guidance,  Counseling,  Placement,  and 
Student  Followup  Services.  Comprehensive 
systems  of  guidance,  counseling,  placement, 
and  followup  services  for  students  and  adults 
need  to  be  improved.  Applied  studies  will  be 
supported  which  produce  information  that: 

(1)  provides  the  basis  for  improving  career 
planning  for  target  populations  selected  by 
the  applicant, 

(2)  provides  the  basis  for  improving  stu¬ 
dent  assessment  capabilities,  and 

(3)  determines  the  state-of-the-art,  im¬ 
pact,  cost,  and  cost-effectiveness  informa¬ 
tion  regarding  components  of  comprehensive 
systems  of  guidance,  counseling,  placement, 
and  student  followup  services. 

In  addition,  several  large  scale  efforts  will 
be  supported  to  develt^  components  of  com¬ 
prehensive  systenu  of  guidance,  counseling, 
placement,  and  followup  services  for  students 
and  adults.  These  development  efforts  should 
focus  on: 

(1)  developing  procedures  to  utilize  em¬ 
ployment  information, 

(2)  developing  Job  placement  and  followup 
services  for  students,  and 

(3)  producing  In-service  training  materials 
designed  to  improve  the  skills  of  professionals 
and  support  personnel  in  utilizing  employ¬ 
ment  informatioa,  and  providing  Job  place¬ 
ment  and  student  followup  services. 

Manpower  Information  and  System  for 
Education.  Job,  manpower,  labor  market, 
and  demographic  data  are  required  by  pub¬ 
lic,  private,  and  proprietary  educational  ad¬ 
ministrators,  planners,  evaluators,  curric¬ 
ulum  developers,  career  counselors,  teach¬ 
ers,  and  students.  Manpower  information 
needs  to  be  current  and  appropriately  pre¬ 
sented  if  vocational  education  programs  are 
to  be  responsive  to  existing  and  projected 
employment  opportunities.  Applied  studies 
will  be  supported  to  Improve  manpower.  Job, 
labm:  market,  and  demographic  informa¬ 
tion  relevant  to  the  needs  of  Federal,  State, 
and  local  educational  administrators,  plan¬ 


ners.  evaluators,  and  other  ueer  groups. 
These  studies  should  produce  inframatimi 
which  will: 

(1)  Provide  a  basis  tor  Improving  man¬ 
power  projections  for  educational  uses  at  the 
State  and  local  levels, 

(2)  provide  a  basis  for  matching  Job  re¬ 
quirements  to  the  skills  of  prospective  work¬ 
ers, 

(3)  provide  a  basis  for  improving  the  ac¬ 
curacy  of  manpower  projections  for  Jobs, 

(4)  translate  manpower  forecasts  into  pro¬ 
gram  and  specific  curriculum  requirements, 
and 

(6)  provide  the  basis  for  vocational  edu¬ 
cation  to  Interface  with  economic  develop¬ 
ment  groups  and  to  assist  in  Job  development 
approaches. 

In  applying  the  above  stated  criteria  the 
Commissioner  will  seek  to  provide  assistance 
to  programs  or  projects  in  all  the  above  de¬ 
scribed  areas. 


(20  UB.C.  1248(1),  1281(a),  1282,  1283) 
[PR  Doc.74-18749  Piled  8-14-74;8;45  amj 


Title  47 — ^Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 

COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

[PCC  74-814] 

PART  1— PRACTICE  AND  PROCEDURE 

Filing  Fees  for  EPIRB  Authorizations 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part 
1  of  the  rules  concerning  filing  fees  for 
emergency  position  indicating  radiobea¬ 
con  (EPIRB)  authorizations  and  appli¬ 
cations  filed  by  the  Civil  Air  Patrol. 

1.  On  March  14,  1974,  we  released  a 
Report  and  Order  in  Docket  No.  19693  to 
regulate  the  use  of  the  aeronautical  serv¬ 
ice  frequency  121.5  MHz  and  the  fre¬ 
quency  243  MHz  by  emergency  position 
indicating  radio-beacons  (EPIRB’s) .  We 
Intended  to  provide  in  that  proceeding, 
but  did  not  do  so,  that  there  be  no  appli¬ 
cation  filing  fees  for  authority  to  operate 
an  emergency  position  Indicating  radio¬ 
beacon  (EPIRB)  station,  as  we  had  done 
last  year  in  a  similar  rulemaking  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  Docket  No.  19385  for  the  emer¬ 
gency  locator  transmitters  (ELT’s)  that 
operate  in  Uie  Aviation  Services.  We  are 
hereby  correcting  that  oversight  and 
amending  our  rules  to  so  provide. 

2.  Additionally,  we  have  been  re¬ 
quested,  by  the  Civil  Air  Patrol  (CAP), 
to  waive  our  filing  fee  rule  requirements 
pertaining  to  applications  for  ELT  test 
stations.  We  believe  that  request  has 
merit  and  should  be  granted,  not  by 
waiving  the  rules,  but  by  amending  the 
rules,  as  shown  on  the  attached  Appen¬ 
dix  to  provide  that  the  Civil  Air  Patrol 
will  not  be  required  to  pay  filing  fees  for 
any  stations  it  operates  in  the  Safety 
and  Special  Radio  Services.  In  adopting 
our  first  schedule  of  fees  in  1963,  we 
exempted  the  CAP  from  paying  filing 
fees  for  its  “Civil  Air  Patrol  Stations,”  a 
specific  class  of  aeronautical  station,  but 
not  for  other  radio  stations  operated  by 
the  CAP.  At  that  time  we  said,  “We  are 
persuaded  that  radio  is  used  by  the  CAP 
to  a  substantial  degree  in  connection 
with  operations  relating  to  the  public 
safety  and  that  the  CAP  should  be 


exempted  from  the  fee  requirement." 
(Docket  No.  14507,  PCC  63-856,  28  PR 
10911,  10912,  1963).  On  that  basis,  and 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  CAP  is  a 
civilian  auxiliary  of  the  United  States 
Air  Porce,  we  are  now  extending  the  fee 
exemption  to  all  stations  licensed  to  the 
CAP.  and  §  1.1115(c)  (8)  of  the  rules  is 
amended  to  so  provide  as  set  out  below. 

3.  In  view  of  the  public  safety  aspects 
of  the  service  provided  by  ELT  test 
stations,  we  find  that  the  public  interest 
would  be  served  by  exempting  such  ap¬ 
plications  and  that  such  change  should 
be  made  forthwith.  Accordingly,  the 
[prior  notice,  procedure,  and  effective 
date  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553  are  not 
applicable. 

4.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  pursuant 
to  Sections  4(i)  and  303  (r)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 
It  is  Ordered,  That  effective  August  14. 
1974,  Part  1  of  the  rules  is  amended  as 
set  forth  below. 


(Secs.  4,  308,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 
1082;  (47  US.C.  164,  303) ) 

Adopted;  July  31, 1974. 

Released;  August  8, 1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Part  1  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  47  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows; 

1.  Section  1.1115(c)  (8)  and  (9)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows; 

§  1.1115  SchcMlule  of  fees  for  llio  Safely 
and  Soecial  Radio  Services. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  *  *  * 

(8)  Applications  for  Aeronautical  Ra¬ 
dionavigation  Stations,  Aeronautical 
Search  and  Rescue  Stations,  and  any  ap¬ 
plication  filed  by  the  Civil  Air  Patrol  or 
its  component  units  in  the  Safety  and 
Spiecial  Radio  Services. 

(9)  Applications  for  licenses  for  air¬ 
craft  stations  to  operate  with  only  an 
emergency  locator  transmitter  (ELT) ;  or 
an  application  for  only  an  emergency 
position  indicating  radiobeacon  (EPIRB) 
station:  or  an  application  for  modifica¬ 
tion  of  a  ship  station  license  to  Include 
authority  for  operation  of  an  EPIRB. 

*  •  *  •  • 

[PR  Doc.74-18765  Filed  8-14-74;8:45  am] 


(Docket  18261:  PCC  74-783] 

Land  Mobile/ UHF-TV  Sharing  Plan  for 

Houston,  Dallas-Fort  Worth,  and  Miami; 

Fifth  Report  and  Order 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Parts 
2,  21,  89,  91,  and  93  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  to  extend  land  mo- 
bile/UHF-TV  sharing,  for  channels  14- 
20,  to  Houston  and  Dallas/Ft.  Worth, 
Texas  and  Miami,  Florida. 

1.  On  March  15,  1974  (39  PR  11109), 
the  Commission  Issued  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  proposing  extension  of 
the  land  moblle/UHF-TV  sharing  plan. 
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previously  adopted  In  this  proceeding,  to 
the  Housttxi  and  DaHas/Ft  Worth, 
Texas,  and  Miami,  R(»ida  metropcdttan 
areas  by  making  available  a  single  UHF 
televlslcm  channel  In  each  dty  to  accom¬ 
modate  i»»nd  mobile  communications 
needs.^  The  CcMnmlsslon’s  reason  se¬ 
lecting  these  particular  urban  areas  was 
that  land  mobile  growth  In  these  cities 
has  been  particularly  n^ld,  and  they 
have  a  need  for  some  Immediate  relief. 
Furthermore,  the  selected  television 
channel  Is  currently  unused,  a  replace¬ 
ment  channel  exists,  and  land  mobile 
radio  service  users  can  be  given  immedi¬ 
ate  access  to  the  470-512  MHz  frequen¬ 
cies  without  the  necessity  of  modlhdng 
any  television  station  authorization  and 
while  continuing  to  provide  full  protec¬ 
tion  to  an  existing  television  facilities.* 

2.  Twenty-flve  comments  and  reply 
comments  were  received*  and,  with  the 
exception  of  the  Association  of  Maxi- 
miim  Service  Telecasters,  Inc.,  (AMST) 
and  the  National  Association  of  Broad¬ 
casters  (NAB) ,  an  who  commented  sup¬ 
ported  our  basic  proposal 

3.  AMST  opposed  the  proposal  pri¬ 
marily  because  In  AMST's  views,  there 
is  no  need  for  the  Commissicm  to  take 
the  proposed  action.  It  argued,  as  It  has 
done  In  previous  phases  this  proceed¬ 
ing,*  that  there  is  no  reliable  evidence 
that  short-term  need  exists  for  addi¬ 
tional  frequencies  In  the  three  areas  un¬ 
der  consideration,  and  that  Immediate 
reUef  can  be  provided  to  radio  users  In 
crowded  channels  by  Initiation  of 
AMST’s  proposed  monitoring  program 
which  would  assess  chann^  loading  and 
permit  the  movement  of  users  from 
crowded  channels  to  under-used  chan¬ 
nels.  MST  further  argued  that  adoption 
of  our  proposal  would  have  an  adverse 
effect  on  our  spectrum  management  pro¬ 
gram  in  that  it  would  allow  "simplistic" 
solutions  to  the  problem  and  thereby  de¬ 
lay  effective  management.  Arguments  to 
the  same  effect  were  advanced  by  the 
National  Association  of  Broadcasters 
(NAB),  m  Its  reply  comments.  NAB  did 
not  file  comments  originally.* 

^  The  470-476  MHz  band  In  Miami  (channel 
14);  tne  4Sa-488  MHs  band  In  Danaa/Pt. 
WcM-th  (channel  16);  and  the  4S8-404  MHz 
band  In  Houston  (channel  17) . 

■Both  opciutlng  facilities  and  authorized 
facilities  which  have  not  yet  been  oon- 
structed. 

•Appendix  A — ^flled  as  part  of  the  original 
document. 

•See  First  Report  and  Order,  33  POC  2d, 
325. 

■AMST  argued  extensively  that  there  ts 
sufficient  room  for  growth  on  existing  land 
mobile  radio  frequencies  and.  In  its  ylew.  It 
is  unnecessary  for  additional  spectmm  to  be 
made  available.  AMST  based  Its  arguments, 
primarily,  on  Its  analysis  of  a  Commission 
staff  study  on  the  utilization  of  presently 
allocated  land  mobile  frequencies  in  the 
three  \irban  areas  here  involved,  cmd  on  a 
contractor’s  report  on  a  limited  monitoring 
project  conducted  In  Chicago,  Illinois,  In 
connection  with  onr  spectrum  management 
program  there.  We  do  not  find  AMST’s  argu¬ 
ments  persuasive. 


AMST  aaeomad  that  the  Commission  based 
Ms  i»opoMl  In  this  proceeding  on  the  staff 
study,  and  directed  the  bulk  of  Its  comments 
towards  this  study.  Howevo*,  although  the 
Commlsekm  did  consider  this  study,  it  did 
not  rely  prlmarUy  on  It.  Prior  to  the  issuance 
of  tiie  Notice,  the  Commission  reviewed  the 
latest  Information  in  Its  records,  and  collated 
this  Infmmiation  with  the  records  of  the  var- 
loiu  frequency  coordinating  committees. 
Also,  the  Commission  considered  Information 
submitted,  at  various  times,  by  users  and 
usOT  representatives,  and  took  Into  account 
the  experience  we  have  gained  In  processing 
evOT-lncreaslug  numbers  of  applications  In 
all  land  mobile  radio  services  in  these  three 
areas.  For  these  reasons,  the  Commission 
does  not  believe  that  It  Is  necessary  to  ad¬ 
dress,  In  detail,  AMST’s  objections  to  the 
staff  study.  Nevertheless,  we  do  think  it  Is 
appropriate  to  point  out  that,  tor  the  most 
part,  we  disagree  with  AMST’s  criticisms  of 
this  study. 

First,  while  the  staff’s  statistics  cm  authm*- 
ized  mobile  units  In  the  Police  Radio  Service 
and  the  Fire  Radio  Service  may  be  over¬ 
stated  due  to  the  fact  that  In  some  cases  the 
same  mobile  units  may  be  r^>eated  on  the 
license  when  multiple  frequencies  are  au¬ 
thorized  to  s  licensee,  this  licensing  prac¬ 
tice  Is  Infrequent  In  an  of  the  land  mobile 
services  except  the  Police  and  Fire  Radio 
Services.  Even  reducing  the  Police  and  Fire 
mobile  flgtuee  by  70  percent  only  leads  to  a 
total  In-use  mobile  reduction  of  8  pwcent. 
Therefore,  AMST's  assertions  that  the  staff’s 
figures  cm  the  niunber  of  mobile  units 
should  be  reduced  by  ae  much  as  fifty  percent 
across  the  board  Is  plainly  without  b^ls. 

Secondly,  AMST’s  estimates  are  exagger¬ 
ated  with  respect  to  pcwtable  mobile  units 
because,  as  the  comments  filed  In  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  point  out,  the  use  of  such  portables 
Is  clearly  not  as  extensive  as  AMST  indi¬ 
cated.  Thus,  the  National  Association  of 
Business  and  Educational  Radio,  for  exam¬ 
ple,  In  Its  comments,  stated  that  portables 
In  the  Business  Radio  Swvlce  ^counted  fOT 
i4>proxlmately  two  percent  of  total  number 
of  mobile  units.  Finally,  on  this  point,  the 
staff  study  did  reduce  the  total  count  of 
mobile  units  by  a  sufficient  percentage  factor 
(35  percent  for  Industrial,  30  percent  for 
Land  Tranqx>rtsti<m,  30  percent  for  Public 
Safety)  to  allow  for  tiM  difference  between 
the  number  of  units  authorized  and  the 
niimbw  of  tmlta  actually  in  use.  AMST’s 
assiunption  that  this  factor  Is  InsufOclent 
and  their  suggestion  that  this  figure  should 
be  further  reduced  by  a  factor  of  25  percent 
Is  unsupported. 

Thirdly,  AMST's  assertions  as  to  the  possi¬ 
bilities  of  geographic  re-nsa  of  frequMides 
are  also  not  well  founded.  Although,  the 
Commission  provides  for  reassigning  fre¬ 
quencies  in  the  470-512  MHz  band  at  dis¬ 
tances  of  forty  miles  for  reasons  there  obtalh- 
Ing,  there  Is  no  such  requirement  In  the 
remaining  bands,  stnd  we  need  only  point 
out  that  such  separation  In  the  lower  bands 
Is  simply  not  recunnable.  Forthermore,  the 
overwhelming  majority  of  the  land  mobile 
assignments  are  concentrated  In  or  near  the 
centers  of  these  cities  so  that,  contrary  to 
AMST's  assm^lon,  geographic  re-uae  where 
the  frequencies  are  most  needed  Is  not  feasi¬ 
ble. 

Fourthly,  although  a  few  land  mobile  fre¬ 
quencies  were  not  taken  Into  account  m  the 
projectkms  In  the  staff  sttidy  (because  of 
rule-imposed  restrictions) ,  all  other  frequen¬ 
cies,  Including  usable  tertlarlee  In  the  16(>- 
I’TO  MHz  band,  were  taken  Into  accotmt. 
AMST’s  assertion  to  the  contrary  Is  erro¬ 
neous. 

Lastly,  AMST’s  reliance  on  the  contractor’s 
report  on  the  monitoring  project  Is  unjusti¬ 


fied.  That  report  was  based  on  monitoring 
Information  obtained  In  Chicago  which  In¬ 
dicates  that  the  signal  occupancy  on  the 
frequencies  monitored  was  low.  While  ques¬ 
tions  have  been  raised  with  respect  to  that 
report  (see  the  comments  of  the  Utilities 
Trtecommunlcattons  Council  and  those  of 
the  Land  Mobile  Communications  Council), 
the  r^>ort  Is  not  at  Issue  here.  The  monitor¬ 
ing  Information  dlacuased  therein  may  re¬ 
flect  the  occupancy  on  the  channels  moni¬ 
tored  at  the  time  and  place  the  numltorlng 
was  conducted.  It  Is  not  reasonable  for  us 
to  Infer,  as  AMST  would  have  us  do,  that 
the  same  situation  exists  In  other  urban 
areas  and  on  frequencies  with  which  we  are 
here  concerned. 

4.  Comments  filed  by  land  mobile  user 
organizations  strongly  disagreed  both 
with  AMST’s  assessment  of  the  need  for 
additional  frequencies  in  the  areas  we 
are  ccmcemed  with  here,  and  with  AMST 
alternative  proposals.  Th^  instead  sub¬ 
mitted  Information  and  arguments  dis¬ 
puting  not  only  AMST’s  specific  asser¬ 
tions  but  also  its  overall  conclusimis.  In 
brief,  these  comments  pointed  out  the 
substantial  usage  now  being  made  of  the 
available  frequmcies  and  the  almost  uni¬ 
versal  need  for  additional  spectrum  to 
accommodate  on-going  growth  in  the  im¬ 
mediate  future. 

5.  We  have  considered  the  matter  in 
the  light  of  our  objectives  in  thi«,  jm-q- 
ceedlng — namely,  to  provide  without  de¬ 
lay  short-term  frequency  relief  in  these 
three  areas — ^In  light  of  the  cconments 
and  information  sulxnitted  therein,  and 
in  light  of  file  information  we  have  de¬ 
rived  fTMn  our  own  records.  We  would 
observe,  and  indeed  it  was  pointed  out 
in  a  number  of  the  (XMnmenta,  that 
AMST’s  arguments  together  with  various 
approaches  to  the  land  mobile  frequency 
problems  it  has  suggested,  were  ad¬ 
vanced  and  discussed  at  length  by  the 
Commission  in  previous  i^iases  of  this 
proceeding.  See  Land  Mobile  Sharing  of 
Television  Channels  14-20,  First  Report 
and  Order,  23  FCC  2d.  325  pp  327  and 
following.  While,  as  we  have  indicated 
previously,  we  are  not  rejecting  any  use¬ 
ful  suggestion  looking  towards  Improving 
our  methods  for  managing  the  land  mo¬ 
bile  radio  spectrum,  it  is  clear  that 
AMST’s  alternative  proposal  Is  imprac¬ 
tical  here.  We  simply  cannot  develop  ef¬ 
fective  monitoring  facilities  and  a  pro¬ 
gram  of  the  nature  suggested  by  AMST 
and  Implement  it  within  the  time  frame 
involved  here,  even  assuming  that  we 
were  convinced  that  implementation  of 
AMST’s  suggested  approach  would.  In 
fact,  resolve  the  proUem  we  have  under¬ 
taken  to  deal  with  In  this  proceeding. 

6.  It  Is  clear  that  the  frequencies  in  a 
number  of  the  land  mobile  radio  services 
are  extensively  used.  For  example, 
NABE31  has  submitted  statistics  based  on 
Its  reccHTds  showing  that  nearly  all  of  the 
frequencies  available  In  the  Business 
Radio  Service  in  the  450-470  MHz  band 
are  in  use  and,  although  the  transmitter 
density  may  vary  from  channel  to  chan¬ 
nel,  average  loading  figures  in  most  In¬ 
stances  do  exceed  Commission  guide¬ 
lines.  Thus,  on  the  Business  450-470  MHz 
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frequencies,  according  to  NABER’s  rec¬ 
ords,  there  are  on  the  average,  nearly  100 
transmitter  assignments  per  frequency  in 
Dallas/Ft.  Worth,  over  100  in  Miami,  and 
over  150  in  Houston.  Even  if  these  aver¬ 
ages  can  be  assumed  to  be  somewhat 
overstated,  as  AMST  suggests,  the  con¬ 
clusion  is  inescapable  that  additional  fre¬ 
quency  resources  should  be  made  avail¬ 
able  to  assure  continued  growth  in  this, 
one  of  our  fastest  growing  services. 

7.  With  some  exceptions,  extensive 
usage  of  frequencies  and  shortages  exist 
in  many  other  services,  especially  in  the 
150-160  and  450-470  MHz  bands.*  The 
point  is  illustrated  by  the  comments  of 
the  Police  Department  of  the  City  of  Port 
Lauderdale: 

We  would  point  out  that  the  portion  of  the 
spectrum  dedicated  for  public  safety  (police) 
use  tn  both  the  155  MHz  area  and  the  450- 
470  MHz  area  has  been  allocated  In  Its 
totality.  No  additional  frequencies  are  avail¬ 
able  for  allocation  to  law  enforcement  agen¬ 
cies  In  South  Florida.  In  fact,  In  order  to  im¬ 
plement  Phase  I  of  our  Integrated  Communi¬ 
cations  Systems  (KTV  206) ,  it  was  necessary 
for  certain  agencies  to  surrender  licenses  al¬ 
ready  assigned  them.  The  present  situation 
mitigates  heavily  against  effective  future 
planning  of  law  enforcement  communica¬ 
tions  to  accommodate  the  rapid  and  con¬ 
tinued  population  and  economic  growth. 

8.  Substantially  the  same  situation 
exists  with  respect  to  police  and  other 
public  safety  frequencies  in  the  Houston 
and  Dallas/Pt.  Worth  urban  areas,  and 
to  a  varying  degree  in  other  radio 
services.’ 

9.  In  sum,  it  appears  to  us  that  al¬ 
though  some  of  the  expected  growth  can 
be  accommodated  on  the  existing  land 
mobile  frequencies,  and,  as  the  comments 
pointed  out,  part  of  the  needs  will  be 
accommodated  on  those  frequencies. 
However,  there  are  substantial,  and  In 


•  There  may  be  a  number  of  frequencies  in 
the  25-50  MHz  band  which  could  be  assign¬ 
able  in  the  various  radio  services  in  all  three 
urban  areas.  While  undoubtedly,  some  use 
can  be  made  of  these  frequencies,  and  pos- 
elblllties  for  doing  so  will  be  explored,  their 
propagation  characteristics  limit  their  use- 
fiUness  for  many  operations  and  the  possi¬ 
bilities  for  geographic  reuse. 

’  For  example,  UTC  in  its  comments,  states 
that  little,  if  any,  room  exists  in  the  150  and 
450  MHz  Power  Radio  Service  frequencies 
to  accommodate  planned  system  expansions 
or  conversion  of  radio  systems  from  the  SO¬ 
SO  MHz  to  more  reliable  150-160  or  450-470 
MHz  frequencies.  API  represents  that  the  pe¬ 
troleum  industry  has  an  urgent  need  for 
additional  frequencies  In  the  Houston  area, 
a  somewhat  less  pressing  requirement  in 
Dallas/Ft.  Worth,  and,  because  of  limited 
petroleum  activities  in  Miami,  no  pressing 
problems  there.  The  Special  Industrial  Radio 
Service  Association  points  out  that  all  fre¬ 
quencies  allocated  in  the  Special  Industrial 
Radio  Service  (one  of  our  larger  and  faster 
growing  services)  in  the  150-160  and  460- 
470  MHz  bands,  and  all  but  one  in  the  SO¬ 
SO  MHz  band  are  assigned  in  Houston.  In 
Dallas/Ft.  Worth,  and  Miami,  particularly 
all  160  and  460  frequencies  are  in  use,  al¬ 
though  some  low  band  frequencies  are  avail¬ 
able  in  the  latter  two  areas.  All  150  and  450 
frequencies  in  the  Business  Radio  Service 
are  assigned  in  all  three  areas. 


many  cases  urgent,  requirements  for  ad¬ 
ditional  frequency  relief  in  all  three 
areas — Miami,  Houston  and  Dallas/Ft. 
Worth.  It  should  also  be  noted  that  ad¬ 
ditional  frequency  resources  can  be  made 
available  in  these  three  areas,  without 
any  adverse  effect  on  any  authorized 
broadcast  facility,  constructed  or  plan¬ 
ned,  and  in  all  communities  from  which 
the  unassigned  television  channels  are  to 
be  withdrawn,  replacement  channels 
either  are  or  can  be  made  available,  if  the 
need  arises.  Thus,  our  proposal  will  have 
minimal,  if  any,  impact  on  television 
broadcasting.  Accordingly,  we  conclude 
that  public  interest  will  be  served  by 
adopting  our  proposal  to  make  available 
Channel  14,  in  Miami,  Channel  17  in 
Houston,  and  Channel  16  in  Dallas/Ft. 
Worth  for  land  mobile  use  under  the 
sharing  criteria  already  established. 

10.  Turning  to  another  matter,  we 
proposed  in  our  Notice  to  make  the  fre¬ 
quencies  available  to  all  eligible  land  mo¬ 
bile  radio  services  in  a  single  pool,  except 
for  the  Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile  Ra¬ 
dio  Service  for  which  specific  frequencies 
were  proposed.  The  Comments  from  most 
land  mobile  user  organizations  opposed 
this  approach  arguing  mainly  that  some 
suballocation  was  necessary.  While  we 
appreciate  the  potential  problems  in¬ 
volved  in  the  assignment  of  frequencies 
out  of  a  large  pool,  especially  without 
specific  assignment  and  sharing  criteria, 
we  do  not  feel  that  suballocation  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  appropriate  here.  As  we  have 
indicated,  our  objective  is  to  provide  fre¬ 
quencies  to  accommodate  immediate  re¬ 
quirements.  These  requirements  vary 
among  the  various  services,  and  in  each 
of  the  three  urban  areas,  so  that  match¬ 
ing  a  suballocation  with  particular  re¬ 
quirements  is  not  practical  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances,  especially  in  light  of  our 
previous  experience  with  more  detailed 
suballocation  of  frequencies  in  this  band 
in  other  urban  areas.* 

11.  We,  therefore,  believe  that  the  best 
approach  would  be  for  us  to  retain  fiexi- 
bility  to  be  able  to  meet  user  require¬ 
ments  as  they  arise.  However,  to  facili¬ 
tate  the  assignment  process,  to  retain 
the  present  frequency  selection  mecha¬ 
nism  and  to  militate  against  sharing  of 
the  same  frequency  by  possibly  incom¬ 
patible  users,  we  have  developed  an  as¬ 
signment  plan  which  we  believe  will  pro¬ 
vide  the  needed  flexibility  and,  at  the 
same  time  meet  the  basic  objections 
raised  in  the  comments.  Under  this  plan, 
frequencies  will  be  assigned  in  a  sys¬ 
tematic  manner  beginning  with  a  specific 
frequency.  Thus,  for  example,  in  the 
Houston  urbanized  area  applicants  in  the 
Petroleum,  Forest  Products  or  Manufac¬ 
turers  Radio  Services  will  first  be  as¬ 
signed  the  frequency  488.3125,  then 
488.3375,  and  so  on  in  ascending  order. 


*  Fourth  Report  and  Order,  Docket  18261, 43 
FCC  2d  949  (1973) .  Changes  In  the  suballoca- 
tlon  for  New  York  and  Washington  urbanized 
areas  became  necessary  because  of  the  rapid 
growth  of  Public  Safety  and  Business  Radio 
Services  in  the  two  cities,  emphasizing  the 
need  for  a  new  method  of  frequency  alloca¬ 
tion. 


Public  Safety  applicants  will  first  be  as¬ 
signed  the  frequency  488.7125,  then 
488.6875  or  488.7375  and  so  on  in  se¬ 
quence.  In  this  example.  Public  Safety 
applicants  may  select,  in  sequence,  fre¬ 
quencies  in  ascending  or  descending 
order  from  the  first  assignable  fre¬ 
quency.  Applicants  in  the  Petroleum 
Radio  Service,  on  the  other  hand, 
may  only  select  frequencies  in  ascending 
order  because  of  the  position  of  their  first 
frequency.  An  illustration  of  the  assign¬ 
ment  plan  is  shown  in  Appendix  B.** 

12.  This  method  is  designed  to  allow 
sharing  of  the  same  frequencies  by  per¬ 
sons  who  are  members  of  categories,  or 
pools,  already  established  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Thus,  once  a  frequency  is  as¬ 
signed  to  a  public  safety  licensee,  it  will 
not  be  assigned  to  a  petroleum,  forest 
product,  or  manufacturer  licensee  in  the 
same  urbanized  area.  To  avoid  potential 
problems  of  over  reaching,  frequencies 
will  be  assigned  in  sequence  and  a  show¬ 
ing  of  substantial  loading  on  assigned 
frequencies  will  be  required  before  the 
next  frequency  will  be  assigned.  We  as¬ 
sume  that  existing  coordinating  commit¬ 
tees  operating  in  these  areas  will  under¬ 
take  a  significant  role  in  recommending 
frequencies  to  the  applicants  in  their 
respective  services  and  in  providing  in¬ 
formation  to  the  applicants  for  making 
the  necessary  showing.  Furthermore,  in 
addition  to  showings  of  channel  loading, 
the  Commission,  in  reaching  a  decision 
on  the  assignment  of  an  additional  chan¬ 
nel,  will  also  consider  such  factors  as 
system  and  user  compability  and  other 
relevant  factors.  Lastly,  since  all  of  the 
frequencies  are  to  be  available  in  all  eli¬ 
gible  radio  services,  the  frequencies  in 
which  the  first  assignments  are  to  be 
made  do  not  necessarily  set  out  the 
boundaries  for  frequency  availability  in 
a  particular  radio  service.  A  new  start¬ 
ing  frequency  may  be  assigned  by  the 
staff  for  any  of  the  various  groups  when 
the  frequencies  available  to  it  in  sequence 
are  exhausted.  Also,  should  any  group 
fail  to  use  its  first  assigned  frequency, 
that  base  line  may  be  moved. 

13.  In  making  a  frequency  assignment, 
the  Commission  will  consider  whether  it 
is  to  be  shared  by  a  number  of  licensees 
in  commonly  used  facilities,  such  as  the 
so-called  community  repeaters  which  are 
common  in  the  Business  Radio  Seiwice. 
Therefore,  applicants  propnjsing  such  op¬ 
eration  should  make  this  fact  known  and 
should  also  identify  any  other  licenses 
previously  authorized  to  use  the  same 
facility. 

14.  nie  proposal  to  establish  a  stand¬ 
ard  height  of  average  terrain  for  each  of 
the  three  urbanized  areas  seems,  on  the 
surface,  to  have  much  to  recommend  it. 
With  respect  to  the  Miami,  Florida,  area, 
for  example,  the  case  is  persuasive  in¬ 
deed,  since  the  entire  area  is  no  more 
than  ten  feet  above  sea  level  (ASL)  and 
that  is  the  height  of  average  terrain  we 
will  hereby  adopt  for  Miami.  Such  a  case 
cannot  be  made,  however,  for  Dallas/ Ft. 
Worth,  since  the  area  varies  from  less 


*•  Appendix  B  filed  as  part  of  the  original 
document. 
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than  400  feet  ASL  In  downtown  Dallas, 
to  over  a  thousand  feet  ASL  50  miles  to 
the  west.  We  do  not  believe  that  an 
average  value  of  750  feet  would  satisfy 
anyone,  since  it  would  be  over  300  feet  on 
the  conservative  side  within  the  city  of 
Dallas  and  in  the  western  most  reaches 
of  the  50-mile  circle,  would  be  too  liberal 
by  an  equal  amount.  With  respect  to  the 
Houston  area,  we  are  also  reluctant  to 
accede  to  the  wishes  of  those  in  favor  of 
a  standard  terrain  altitude,  since  the 
t-orrain  rises  slowly  from  Galveston 
where  it  averages  less  than  ten  feet  ASL, 
to  the  western  suburbs  of  Hoviston  where 
the  elevation  approaches  100  feet.  StiU 
farther  west,  and  north  near  the  periph¬ 
ery  of  the  50 -mile  circle,  the  elevation  is 
up  to  250  feet  ASL.  Consequently,  while 
we  are  designating  a  height  of  average 
terrain  for  Miami  of  ten  feet  ASL,  we 
will  not  do  so  for  Houston  and  Dallas 
where  the  technical  standards  imposed 
in  the  Second  Report  and  Order  will  stay 
in  effect. 

15.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  Com¬ 
mission  concludes  that  the  public  inter¬ 
est  will  be  served  by  amending  the  rules 
to  extend  the  land  moblle/UHP-TV 
sharing  plan  for  channels  14-20  to  Hous¬ 
ton  and  Dallas/Pt.  Worth,  Texas  and 
Miami,  Florida. 

16.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That 
,  pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 

section  4(1)  and  303  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  that 
Parts  2,  21,  89,  91,  and  93  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  are  amended  effective  Sep¬ 
tember  20,  1974,  as  set  forth  in  the  at¬ 
tached  Appendix  C. 

17.  The  purpose  of  this  proceeding  is 
to  accommodate  Immediate  requirements 
in  the  areas  where  we  determined  such 
a  need  exists.  We  have  also  stated  (See, 
Land  Mobile  Use  of  TV  Channels  14 
through  20,  First  Report  and  Order,  23 
FCC  2d  325,  pp.  338-339.)  that  the  long¬ 
term  land  mobile  communications  growtii 
is  expected  to  develop  in  the  substantial 
new  spectrum  we  have  allocated  between 
806  and  947  MHz  (Docket  18262) .  Assum¬ 
ing  no  imdue  delay  in  that  proceeding, 
we  do  not  anticipate  further  extension 
of  the  land  moblle/UHF-TV  sharing 
plan.  Accordingly,  there  is  no  need  to 
continue  to  keep  this  docket  open  for  this 
purpose.  For  these  reasons.  It  is  further 
ordered,  'That,  except  for  disposing  of  the 
-pending  petitions  for  reconsideration  di¬ 
rected  to  the  Commission’s  Second  Re¬ 
port  and  Order,*  this  proceeding  is  ter¬ 
minated. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066,  1082; 
(47U3.C.  164,303)) 

Adopted:  July  17, 1974. 

Released:  August  12, 1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,* 

[sealI  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary, 


■•The  pending  petitions  relate  to  the  poli¬ 
cies  lor  aeelgnlng  frequenclee  made  available 
In  this  proceeding  to  the  Domestic  Public 
Land  MobUe  Radio  Services. 

Commissioner  Lee  dissenting  and  issuing 
a  statement  hied  as  part  of  the  original  docu¬ 
ment.  Commissioners  Ho<A  and  Washburn 
concurred  in  the  result. 


Appendix  C 

Parts  2,  21,  89.  91.  and  93  of  Chapter 
I  of  Title  47  of  the  CJode  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations  are  amended  as  follows: 

PART  2— FREQUENCY  ALLOCATIONS  AND 
RADIO  TREATY  MATTERS;  GENERAL 
RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

1.  In  §  2.106,  in  the  list  of  footnotes 
following  the  table,  footnote  NQ  66  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  2.106  Table  of  Frequency  Allocations. 
•  •  «  •  • 

NG68  The  frequency  band  470-612  MHa 
la  allocated  for  use  In  the  Broadcasting  and 
Land  Mobile  Radio  Services.  In  the  Land 
Mobile  Services  It  la  available  for  assignment 
In  the  Domestic  Public,  Public  Safety,  Indus¬ 
trial,  and  Land  Transportation  Radio  Services 
at,  OT  In  the  vicinity  of  13  urbanized  areas 
of  the  United  States,  as  set  forth  In  the  table 
below,  and  subject  to  the  standards  and 
conditions  set  forth  In  Parts  21,  89,  01,  and 
93  of  this  chapter. 


Urbanized  area  channel 

New  York-Northeastern  New  Jersey _ 14. 15 

Lob  Angeles _ 14, 20 

Chicago-Northwestern  Indiana _  (») 

PhUadelphla,  Pa.-New  Jersey _ _  (^) 

Detroit,  Mich _ 16, 16 

San  Franclsco-Oakland,  Calif _ 16, 17 

Boston,  Mass _ 14, 16 

Washington,  D.C.-Maryland-Vlrglnla__  17, 18 

Pittsburgh,  Pa _ 14, 18 

Cleveland,  Ohio _ 14, 16 

Miami,  Pla _  14 

Houston,  Tex _  17 

Dallas,  Tex _  16 

'The  specific  channel  availability  will  be 
designated  foUowlng  the  conclusion  of  a 
separate  proceeding. 

•  •  •  •  • 


PART  21— DOMESTIC  PUBLIC  RADIO 
SERVICES  (OTHER  THAN  MARITIME 
MOBILE) 

2.  In  S  21.501(1),  Table  A  is  amended 
by  the  addltiim 

§  21.501  Frequencies. 

•  •  •  •  * 
(!)••• 


Txblb  Jl.— FretueHCt  avattabilitt  for  land  mobQe  no* 


Urbanised 

area 

Oeographle  center 

N. 

Latitude 

w. 

LongiUlde 

(MHs) 

Mianri,  Fla _ 

2S'48'3r 

tmi’zr' 

Cbannd  14 
470-474. 

Houston,  Tck.. 

vrwTtr 

vna.'zr 

Channel  17 
48S-^ 

Dallas,  T« _ r. 

srtroB* 

9irtnr 

Cbannri  14 
482-488. 

• 

• 

•  • 

e 

PART  89— PUBLIC  SAFETY  RADIO 
SERVICES 

3.  Section  89.60(a)  (2)  is  amended  by 
the  addition  of  three  cities  to  the  list 
of  urbanized  areas  as  follows: 

§  89.60  Use  of  FCC  Form  425. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(2)  •  •  • 

10.  Miami,  Fla. 

11.  Houston,  Tex. 

12.  Dallas,  Tex. 

•  *  •  •  • 

4.  Section  89.123,  Frequmcles  In  the 
band  470-512  MHz,  Is  amended  by  the 


addition  of  three  cities  in  alphabetical 
order  in  Table  G,  a  new  subparagraph 
(a)  (8) ,  and  new  paragraphs  (g)  and  (h) . 

§  89.123  Frequencies  in  the  band  470— 
512  MHz. 

*  «  #  «  • 

(8)  Applicants  for  base  stations  in  the 
Miami,  Florida  urbanized  area  may,  in 
lieu  of  calculating  the  height  of  average 
terrain,  use  ten  feet  as  average  terrain 
height. 

(b)  •  •  • 


Table  G. — Fregueney  amilabiliti  for  land  mobile  use 


Urbanised 

area 

Geographic  center 

Frequencies 

(MHs) 

N.  W. 

Latitude  Longitode 

• 

Miami,  Fla _ 

Houston,  Tex. 

Danas,  Tex,... 

•  •  • 

.  28”46'37*'  80“11'32* 

.  29'46'26''  96”21'37* 

.  32*47'09"  98”47'37*^ 

• 

Channel  M 
470-474. 
Channel  17 
488-494. 
Channd  10 
482-48S. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(g)  Frequencies  available  for  assign¬ 
ment  In  the  Miami,  Florida,  Dallas, 
Texas,  and  Houston,  Texas  urbanized 
areas  are: 

Channel  14 
(Miami) 

Channel  16 
(Dallas) 

Channel  17 
(Houston) 

470.3126 

to 

476.9876 

482.3126 

to 

487.9876 

488.3126 

to 

493.9676 

(h)  Base  station  frequencies  win  be 
assigned  serially  beginning  at  470.7125 
MHz  for  Miami,  482.7125  MHz  for  Dallas, 
and  at  488.7125  MHz  for  Houston  and 
progressing  a  channel  at  a  time  upward 
and  downward  from  those  points.  Mobile 
station  frequencies  are  3  MHz  higher 
than  the  corresponding  base  station  fre¬ 
quencies.  Normally,  each  channel  shall 
be  substantially  filled  before  the  next 
channel  will  be  assigned. 

PART  91— INDUSTRIAL  RADIO  SERVICES 

5.  Section  91.57(a)(2)  is  amended  by 
the  addition  of  three  cities  to  the  list  of 
urbanized  areas  as  follows: 

§  91.57  Use  of  FCC  Form  425. 

(a)  *  •  • 

(2)  •  •  • 

10.  Miami,  Fla. 

11.  Houston,  ’Tex. 

12.  Dallas,  Tex. 

•  •  •  •  • 

6.  Section  91.114,  Frequencies  in  the 
band  470-512  MHz,  Is  amended  by  the 
addition  of  three  cities  in  alphabetical 
order,  in  Table  O,  a  new  subparagraph 
(a)  (8) ,  and  new  paragraphs  (J)  and  (k). 

§  91.114  Frequencies  in  ibe  band  47(L- 
512  MHz. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(8)  Applicants  for  base  stations  in  the 
MlamL  Florida  urbanized  area  may,  in 
lieu  of  calculating  the  height  of  average 
terrain,  use  ten  feet  as  average  terrain 
height. 

(b)  •  •  • 
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Table  G. — Frequency  avaUabUity  for  land  mobUe  ««( 


Oeograpble  oentor 

Frequendee 

(MHi) 

area 

N.  W. 

Latitude,  Longitude 

• 

Miami,  Fla.... 

•Houston,  T^. 

Dallas,  Tex _ 

•  •  • 

.  26*4i6'37"  «0ni'32" 

.  29“46'26" 

32”47'09"  B6'’47'37'' 

7 

• 

Channel  14 
474-476. 
Channel  17 
488-494. 
Channel  16 
482-488. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(j)  Frequencies  available  for  assign¬ 
ment  in  the  Miami,  Florida,  Dallas, 
Texas,  and  Houston,  .Texas  urbanized 
areas  are: 

Channel  14 
(Miami) 

Channel  16 
(Dallas) 

Channel  17 
(Houston) 

•  470.3126 
to 

475.9876 

482.3126 

to 

487.9876 

488.3126 

to 

493.9876  . 

(k)(l)  Base  station  frequencies  for 
the  Petroleum,  Forest  Products,  and 
Manufacturers  Radio  Services  will  be  as¬ 
signed  serially  beginning  at  470.3125  for 
Miami,  482.3125  MHz  for  Dallas,  and 
488.3125  MHz  for  Houston  and  progres¬ 
sing  upward  from  those  points  a  channel 
at  a  time.  Mobile  station  frequencies 
are  3  MHz  higher  than  the  correspond¬ 
ing  base  station  frequencies.  Normally, 
each  channel  shall  be  substantially  filled 
before  the  next  channel  will  be  assigned. 

(2)  Base  station  frequencies  for  the 
Special  Industrial  Radio  Service  will  be 
assigned  serially  beginning  at  471.4375 
MHz  for  Miami,  483.4375  MHz  for  Dallas, 
and  489.4375  MHz  for  Houston  a^id  pro¬ 
gressing  a  channel  at  a  time  upward  and 
downward  from  those  points.  Mobile 
station  frequencies  are  3  MHz  higher 
than  the  corresponding  base  station 
frequencies.  Normally,  each  channel 
shall  be  substantially  filled  before  the 
next  channel  will  be  assigned. 

(3)  Base  station  frequencies  for  the 
Business  Radio  Service  will  be  assigned 
serially  beginning  at  472.3625  MHz  for 
Miami,  484.3625  MHz  for  Dallas,  and 
498.3625  MHz  for  Houston  and  progress¬ 
ing  a  channel  at  a  time  upward  and 
downward  from  those  points.  Mobile 
station  frequencies  are  3  MHz  higher 
than  the  corresponding  base  station 
frequencies.  Normally,  each  channel 
shall  be  substantially  filled  before  the 
next  channel  wdll  be  assigned. 

(4)  Base  station  frequencies  for  the 
Power  and  Telephone  Maintenance 
Radio  Services  will  be  assigned  serially 
beginning  at  471.2625  MHz  for  Miami, 
483.2625  MHz  for  Dallas,  and  489.2625 
for  Houston  and  progressing  a  channel 
at  a  time  upward  and  downward  from 
those  points.  Mobile  station  frequencies 
are  3  MHz  higher  than  the  corresponding 
base  station  frequencies.  Normally,  each 
channel  shall  be  substantially  filled  be¬ 
fore  the  next  channel  will  be  assigned. 


PART  93— LAND  TRANSPORTATION 
RADIO  SERVICES 

7.  Section  93.57(a)(2)  is  amended  by 
the  addition  of  the  three  cities  listed 
below: 


§93.57  Use  of  FCC  Form  425. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(2)  •  •  • 

10.  Ikflami,  Pla. 

11.  Houston,  Tex. 

12.  Dallas,  Tex. 

•  •  *  •  * 

8.  Section  93.114,  Frequencies  in  the 
band  470-512  MHz,  is  amended  by  the 
addition  of  three  cities  in  alphabetical 
order  in  Table  G,  a  new  subparagraph 
(a)  (8) ,  and  new  paragraphs  (h)  and  (1) . 

§93.114  Frequencies  in  ihe  band  470— 

512  MHz. 

•  •  ♦  •  * 

(a)  *  *  * 

(8)  Applicants  for  base  stations  in  the 
Miami,  Florida  mrbanized  area  may,  in 
lieu  of  calculating  the  height  of  average 
terrain,  use  ten  feet  as  average  terrain 
height. 

(b)  •  •  • 


Table  Q.— Frequency  arallabilUy  for  land  mobile  ute 


Trbanized 

area 

Geographic  center 

Frequencies 

(MHz) 

N.  • 
Latitude 

W. 

Longitude 

• 

•  • 

• 

Miami,  Fla _ 

.  26°46'87" 

80“11'32" 

Channel  14 
470-476. 

Houston,  Tex. 

.  29®46'26" 

96*21 '37" 

Channel  17 
488-494. 

Dallas,  Tex _ 

.  82°47'O0" 

96“47'87" 

Channel  16 
482-488. 

• 

•  • 

• 

(h)  Frequencies  available  for  assign¬ 
ment  in  the  Miami,  Florida,  Dallas, 
Texas,  and  Houston,  Texas  urbanized 
areas  are: 


Channel  14 

Channel  16 

Channel  17 

(Miami) 

(Dallas) 

(Houston) 

470.3126 

482. 3126 

488. 3126 

to 

to 

to 

475.9876 

487. 9878 

493. 9875 

(1)  (1)  Base  station  frequencies  for  the 
Railroad,  Motor  Carrier,  and  Automobile 
Emergency  Radio  Services  will  be  as¬ 
signed  serially  beginning  at  471.7825  MHz 
for  Miami,  483.7825  MHz  for  Dallas,  and 
489.7825  MHz  for  Houston  and  progress¬ 
ing  upward  and  downw^ard  from  those 
points  a  channel  at  a  time.  Mobile  sta¬ 
tion  frequencies  are  3  MHz  higher  than 
the  corresponding  base  statical  frequen¬ 
cies.  Normally,  each  channel  shall  be 
substantially  filled  before  the  next  chan¬ 
nel  will  be  assigned. 

(2)  Base  station  frequencies  for  the 
Taxicab  Radio  Service  will  be  assigned 
serially  beginning  at  472.9875  MHz  for 
Miami,  484.9875  MHz  for  Dallas,  and  490. 
9875  MHz  for  Houston  and  progressing  a 
channel  at  a  time  downward  from  those 
points.  Mobile  station  frequencies  are  3 
MHz  higher  than  the  corresponding  base 
station  frequencies.  Normally,  each  chan¬ 
nel  shall  be  substantially  filled  before  the 
next  channel  will  be  assigned. 

IFR  Doc.74-18764  Piled  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


PART  13— COMMERCIAL  RADIO 
OPERATORS 

Miscellaneous  Amendments  to  Chapter 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-16362,  on  page  26157, 
In  the  issue  of  Wednesday,  July  17, 1974, 
change  amending  paragraph  “12”  to  read 
as  follows: 

12,  Section  13.26  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  the  second  sentence  to  read  as 
follows: 

“Similarly,  If  the  holder  of  a  restricted 
operator  permit  qualifies  for  any  other 
class  or  type  of  license  or  permit,  the 
Restricted  Radiotelephone  Operator  Per¬ 
mit  will  be  cancelled  upon  Issuance  of 
the  new  authorization,  except  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  §  13.3(b)”. 


[Docket  No.  18920:  FCC  74-657] 

PART  21— DOMESTIC  PUBLIC  RADIO 

SERVICES  (OTHER  THAN  MARITIME 

MOBILE) 

Point-to-Point  Microwave  Radio  Service 

Applications;  Policies  and  Procedures 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-15731,  appearing  at  page 
25490  in  the  issue  of  Thursday,  July  11, 
1974,  make  the  following  changes. 

1.  In  §  21.701  (a)  ..second  column,  page 
25494,  change  the  entry  “2,100-2,130 
MHz”  to  read  “2,110-2,130  MHz”. 

2.  In  §  21.711,  first  column,  page  25494, 
change  the  second  line  of  the  introduc¬ 
tory  text  reading  “band  38^)00-40,000 
MHz”  to  read  “band  38,600-40,000  MHz”. 

3.  In  §  21.801  (d),  third  column,  page 
25495,  in  footnote  6,  change  “10.95-11:2” 
to  read  “10.95-11.2”. 


[Docket  No.  19676,  etc.;  V(X  74-707] 

PART  89— PUBLIC  SAFETY  RADIO 
SERVICES 

Medical  Communications  Services 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-16011  appearing  at  page 
26116  in  the  issue  of  Tuesday,  July  16, 
1974,  make  the  following  change. 

In  §  89.525(f)  (2)  at  page  26125,  change 
the  entry  in  the  sixth  line  from  “564.550” 
to  “465.550.” 


Title  49 — ^Transportation 

CHAPTER  V— NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAF¬ 
FIC  SAFETY  ADMINISTRATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

[Docket  No.  74-11,  Notice  3] 

PART  571— FEDERAL  MOTOR  VEHld-E 
SAFETY  STANDARDS 

Exterior  Protection  Systems 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  amend 
Standard  No.  215,  Exterior  Protection 
to  regulate  the  performance  of  pressure 
vessels  used  in  exterior  protection  sys¬ 
tems. 

In  a  notice  published  September  1, 
1972  (37  PR  17858) ,  it  was  proposed  that 
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pressure  vessels  be  required  to  absorb 
impact  energy  by  the  accumulation  of 
air  or  hydraulic  pressure  to  withstand 
the  specified  test  impacts  without  releas¬ 
ing  pressure  to  the  atmosphere.  The  ob¬ 
jective  of  this  proposal  was  twofold:  to 
insure  consistency  in  the  regulation  of 
pressure  devices  on  motor  vehicles  by 
preempting  State  and  local  regulations, 
and  to  establish  a  criterion  that  would 
represent  a  safe  level  of  performance  for 
such  devices. 

The  National  Committee  on  Uniform 
Traffic  Laws  and  Ordinances  disagreed 
with  what  it  saw  to  be  a  policy  of  regula¬ 
tion  for  the  purpose  of  preempting  State 
laws  and  regulations.  Although  the 
NHTSA  is  of  the  opinion  that  regula¬ 
tion  for  the  purpose  of  preemption  is 
sometimes  necessary,  the  necessitating 
circumstances  do  not  often  arise.  In  the 
present  case,  however,  it  appeared  the 
development  of  pressure  vessels  to  meet 
Standard  No.  215  was  inhibited  by  the 
existence  of  State  and  local  regulations, 
most  of  which  had  been  adopted  for  other 
purposes  and  only  incidentally  affected 
vehicles.  It  further  appeared  that  the  test 
procedures  of  the  standard  afforded  a 
good  means  of  testing  the  safety  of  the 
devices  and  that  the  preemption  of  State 
and  local  regulations  would  therefore  not 
lower  the  level  of  public  safety.  Under 
these  circumstances  preemption  is  con¬ 
sidered  appropriate. 

The  princip^  objection  to  the  proposal 
was  that  it  required  a  higher  level  of  per¬ 
formance  than  necessary  to  accomplish 
the  intended  safety  goal  of  protecting  by¬ 
standers  from  injury.  It  was  pointed  out 
in  the  comments  that  the  proposed  pro¬ 
hibition  against  pressure  loss  could  be 
construed  to  bar  the  release  of  pressture 
by  safety  release  valves  or  by  other  means 
that  do  not  present  a  hazard.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  Rolls  Royce  noted  that  in  situa¬ 
tions  where  pressure  vessels  are  relied 
upon  as  an  aspect  of  a  vehicle’s  exterior 
protection  system,  any  substantial  pres¬ 
sure  loss  would  result  in  a  failure  to  sat¬ 
isfy  the  damage  criteria  specified  for  the 
multiple  test  impacts.  The  NHTSA  finds 
merit  in  these  observations  and  has  con¬ 
cluded  that  regulation  of  pressure  ves¬ 
sels  should  be  limited  to  the  type  of  de¬ 
structive  failure  that  could  endanger  by¬ 
standers.  It  has  been  determined  that 
the  desired  degree  of  safety  can  be 
achieved  by  preventing  loss  of  pressure 
during  testing  when  it  is  accompanied 
by  separation  of  fragments  from  the  ves¬ 
sel.  since  it  is  these  fragments  that  pose 
the  potential  safety  hazard. 

The  proposed  amendment  has  been 
altered  in  another,  less  significant,  re¬ 
spect  by  adding  the  phrase  “in  an  exterior 
protection  system”  as  part  of  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  device  regulated  by  the  sec¬ 
tion.  Several  comments  expressed  con¬ 
cern  that  shock  absorbers  could  have 
been  included  within  the  proposed  de¬ 
scription.  The  quoted  phrase  has  been 
added  to  make  it  clear  that  shock 
absorbers  and  similar  devices  are  not 
regulated  by  the  pressure  vessel  perform¬ 
ance  criteria.  A  further  suggestion  con¬ 
cerning  the  substitution  of  the  term 


“pressure  vessel”  for  “device”  has  also 
been  adopted. 

Section  S5.2  is  amended  to  reflect  the 
addition  of  the  new  requirement  In  85.3. 

In  conslderati<xi  of  the  foregoing. 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No.  215, 
Exterior  Protection  (49  CFR  571.215),  is 
amended  as  follows: 

S5.2  is  amended  and  a  new  S5.3.7  is 
added  to  read: 

•  •  ^  * 

§  571.215  Standard  No.  215;  Exterior 
protection.  (With  amendments  efTec- 

tive  Sept.  1,  1974  and  Sept.  1,  1975) 

S5.2  Vehicles  manufactured  on  or 
after  September  1,  1973.  Except  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  S5.2.1  and  S5.2.2  each  vehicle 
manufactured  on  or  after  September  1, 
1973,  shall  meet  the  protective  criteria 
of  S5.3.1  through  S5.3.7  during  and  after 
impacts  by  a  penduliun-tyiie  test  device 
in  accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
S7.1  and  S7.2  followed  by  impacts  into 
a  fixed  collision  barrier  that  is  perpen¬ 
dicular  to  the  line  of  travel  of  the  ve¬ 
hicle,  while  traveling  longitudinally  for¬ 
ward  at  5  mph  and  while  traveling  lon¬ 
gitudinally  rearward  at  5  mph  under  the 
conditions  of  S6. 

•  «  *  *  • 
S5.3.7  A  pressure  vessel  used  to  ab¬ 
sorb  impact  energy  in  an  exterior  pro¬ 
tection  system  by  the  accumulation  of 
gas  pressure  or  hydraulic  pressure  shall 
not  suffer  loss  of  gas  or  fluid  accompa¬ 
nied  by  separation  of  fragments  from  the 
vessel. 

#  •  ♦  «  ♦ 

Effective  date:  March  1,  1975. 

(Secs.  103,  119,  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80  Stat.  718 
(15  U.S.C.  1392,  1407);  delegation  of  author¬ 
ity  at  49  CFR  1.51.) 

Issued  on  August  7, 1974. 

James  B.  Gregory, 
Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.74-18752  Filed  8-14r-74:8:46  am] 


Title  50 — ^Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  I— U.S.  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE 
SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTE¬ 
RIOR 

PART  32— HUNTING 
National  Wildlife  Refuges  in  Certain  States 

The  following  special  regulations  are 
issued  and  are  effective  on  September  1, 
1974. 

§  32.22  Special  regulations;  upland 
game;  for  individual  refuge  areas. 

Alabama 

WHEELER  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  gray  squirrels,  foxes, 
raccoons,  and  opossums  is  permitted  only 
on  the  areas  designated  by  signs  and/or 
delineated  on  maps  which  are  available 
at  the  refuge  headquarters  and  from  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  17  Executive  Park 
Drive,  N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30329. 
Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all 
State  and  Federal  regulations  subject  to 
the  following  special  conditions: 


(1)  Hunting  shall  be  by  permit  only.  * 
Permits  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Refuge  Manager  under  prescribed  con¬ 
ditions. 

(2)  Foxes  may  be  hunted  with  dogs, 
but  without  guns,  during  the  period 
October  1,  1974  through  February  15, 
1975,  under  conditions  set  forth  in  per¬ 
mits  obtainable  from  the  Refuge  Man¬ 
ager. 

(3)  Gray  squirrels  and  rabbits  may  be 
hunted  October  15-19, 1974.  ' 

(4)  Raccoons  and  opossums  may  be 
hunted  February  10-15,  1975. 

(5)  Rabbits  may  be  hunted  Febru¬ 
ary  18-22, 1975.  ^ 

(6)  Shotguns,'  .22  rimfire  rifles,  non¬ 
powder  burning  rifles  and  bows  and 
arrows  may  be  used  for  squirrel  hunting, 
but  .22  rimfire  rifles  may  not  be  used  for 
other  species  listed.  Raccoon  and 
opossum  hunting  is  limited  to  use  'of 
shotguns  only.  Not  larger  than  no.  6 
shot  may  be  used  for  squirrel  and  rabbit 
hunting,  nor  larger  than  no.  8  for 
raccoon  and  opossum  hunting,  and  it 
shall  be  illegal  to  bring  larger  shot  sizes 
onto  the  refuge  during  these  hunts. 

(7)  Legal  hours  for  entering  upon  and 
hunting  on  the  refuge  for  raccoons  and 
opossums  shall  be  7  p.m.  to  6  a.m.  in¬ 
clusive;  for  rabbits  8  a.m.  to  5  p.m.  in¬ 
clusive;  and  for  squirrels  all  daylight 
hours. 

(8)  No  hunting  is  allowed  within  100 
yards  of  buildings  on  the  refuge 
boundary.  No  hunting  is  permitted 
within  the  Triana  Recreation  Area.  On 
the  south  side  of  the  Tennessee  River 
and  west  of  Interstate  65,  squirrels  and 
rabbits  only  may  be  hunted,  but  only 
with  bows  and  arrows  or  non-powder 
burning  rifles. 

(9)  Each  hunter  under  age  17  must  be 
under  the  close  supervision  of  an  adult. 
For  safety  reasons,  the  ratio  should  be 
one  adult  to  one  juvenile  but  in  no  case 
should  one  adult  have  more  than  two 
juveniles  imder  his/her  supervision. 

The  provisions  of  these  special  regu¬ 
lations  supplement  the  regulations 
which  govern  hunting  on  wildlife 
refuges  generally  which  are  set  forth  in 
Title  50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
Part  32,  and  are  effective  through  Feb¬ 
ruary  22, 1975. 

Louisiana 

CATAHOULA  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  squirrels  by  permit 
on  the  Catahoula  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  is  permitted  on  the  timbered 
portions  of  the  refuge.  Free  permits  may 
be  obtained  at  Refuge  Headquarters  or 
by  writing  the  Refuge  Manager,  Cata- 
ihoula  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O. 
Drawer  LL,  Jena,  Louisiana  71342.  Hunt¬ 
ing  shall  be  in  accordance  with  State 
regulations  governing  the  hunting  of 
squirrels  except  that  the  season  extends 
from  October  5-20,  1974,  Hunters  may 
enter  the  area  30  minutes  prior  to  legal 
shooting  time  (30  minutes  before  sun¬ 
rise)  and  must  be  out  of  the  refuge  30 
minutes  after  legal  shooting  hours  (30 
minutes  after  sunset).  Unmarked  feral 
hogs  may  be  taken  by  squirrel  hunters. 
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No  vehicles  with  tires  larger  than  9.00  x 
16"  can  be  used  on  the  refuge.  All  vehi¬ 
cles  must  remain  on  established  roads 
and  trails.  Each  hunter  under  age  17 
must  be  under  the  close  supervision  of  an 
adult.  For  safety  reasons,  the  ratio 
should  be  one  adult  to.  one  juvenile  but 
in  no  case  should  one  adult  have  more 
than  two  juveniles  under  his/her 
su^rvision. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  In  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  October  20, 
1974. 

Mississippi 

YAZOO  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  squirrels,  raccoons, 
and  opossums  on  the  Yazoo  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Mississippi,  is  permitted 
only  in  the  areas  designated  by  signs  as 
open  to  hunting.  These  areas,  comprising 
about  10,500  acres,  are  delineated  on  a 
map  available -at  refuge  headquarters 
and  from  the  office  of  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector,  U5.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
17  Executive  Park  Drive,  NE.,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30329.  Himting  shall  be  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  all  applicable  State  regu¬ 
lations  governing  the  hunting  of  squir¬ 
rels,  raccoons  and  opossums  subject  to 
the  following  special  conditions: 

(1)  Squirrels  may  be  hunted  Septem¬ 
ber  28  through  October  5,  1974,  Sundays 
excluded.  Raccoons  and  opossums  may  be 
hunted  November  30  through  December 
14,  1974,  Sundays  excluded. 

(2)  Squirrels  may  be  hunted  one-half 
hour  before  official  sunrise  to  official  sim- 
set.  Raccoons  and  opossums  may  be 
htmted  from  sunset  to  12  midnight. 

(3)  No  dogs  permitted  during  the 
squirrel  hunt;  however,  dogs  may  be  used 
In  the  taking  of  raccoons  and  opossums. 

(4)  Bag  limits:  Squirrels — S  per  di^; 
Raccoons  and  opossums — ^no  limit. 

(5)  Weapons:  Shotguns,  10-gauge  or 
smaller,  arid  .22  caliber  rimfire  rifles  only 
(.22  magnum  rifles  prohibited.)  Shotguns 
must  be  plugged  according  to  State 
regulations. 

(6)  One-day  free  permits  are  required. 
All  himters  must  check  in  and  check  out 
at  refuge  office. 

(7)  Carrying  of  loaded  firearms  in  ve¬ 
hicles  prohibited.  Shooting  or  spotlight¬ 
ing  from  vehicles  on  any  paved  roads  is 
prohibited.  No  firearms  may  be  dis¬ 


charged  within  250  yards  of  refuge  head¬ 
quarters  or  residences. 

(B)  Each  hunter  under  age  17  must 
be  imder  the  close  supervision  of  an 
adult.  For  safety  reasons,  the  ratio 
should  be  one  adult  to  one  juvenile  but 
in  no  case  should  one  adult  have  more 
than  two  juveniles  imder  his/her  super¬ 
vision. 

The  provisions  of  these  special  regula¬ 
tions  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  December  14, 
1974. 

Robert  T.  Weber, 
Acting  Regional  Director. 

August  8,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-18798  Filed  8-14-74; 8; 45  am] 

PART  32— HUNTING 

Valentine  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Nebraska 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  August  15,  1974. 

§  32.22  Special  regulations;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

'Nebraska 

VALENTINE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

The  public  hunting  of  prairie  grouse 
and  pheasants  on  the  Valentine  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Nebraska,  shall  be  per¬ 
mitted  only  on  areas  deslgriated  by  signs 
as  open  to  hunting.  The  open  areas  are 
delineated  on  maps  available  at  refuge 
headquarters,  Valentine,  Nebraska  69201, 
and  from  the  office  of  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector,  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  P.O. 
Box  25486,  Denver  Federal  Center,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colorado  80225. 

Hunting  shall  be  In  accordance  with 
all  applicable  State  regulations  governing 
the  hunting  of  prairie  grouse  and  pheas¬ 
ants,  subject  to  the  following  special  con¬ 
ditions: 

(1)  The  refuge  will  be  open  to  prairie 
grouse  during  the  regular  State  prairie 
grouse  season.  The  open  area  shall  In¬ 
clude  40,765  acres  or  57  percent  of  the 
refuge, 

(2)  The  open  season  for  hunting 
pheasants  on  the  refuge  will  be  the  same 
as  the  regular  State  pheasant  season.  The 
open  are^  shall  Include  70,085  acres  or 


98  percent  of  the  refuge.  If  the  State 
pheasant  and  prairie  grouse  season  run 
concurrently  at  any  time  pheasant  hunt¬ 
ing  will  be  prohibited  east  of  Highway  83 
until  the  grouse  season  closes. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tions  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally,  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  the  close  of  the  reg¬ 
ular  State  1974-75  pheasant  and  prairie 
grouse  hunting  season. 

Robert  E.  Nagel, 
Acting  Refuge  Manager,  Fort 
Niobrara,  Valentine  Complex, 
Valentine,  Nebraska. 

August  5,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-18797  FUed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 

PART  32— HUNTING 
Special  Regulation 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  August  15,  1974. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Nebraska 

VALENTINE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  deer  on  the  Valen¬ 
tine  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Nebraska, 
is  permitted  only  on  the  area  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  hunting.  This  open 
area,  comprising  70,085  acres,  Is  deline¬ 
ated  on  maps  available  at  refuge  head¬ 
quarters,  Valentine,  Nebraska,  and  from 
the  office  of  the  Regional  Director.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box  25486, 
Denver  Federal  Center,  Denver,  Colo¬ 
rado  80225. 

Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
all  applicable  state  regulations  govern¬ 
ing  the  hunting  of  deer. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  ■wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally,  which  are  set  forth  In  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  December  31, 
1974. 

Robert  E.  Nagel, 
Acting  Refuge  Manager,  Fort 
Niobrara-Valentine  Complex, 
Valentine,  Nebraska. 

August  5, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-18814  Filed  8-14-74;8;46  am] 
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proposed  rules 


This  section  of  the  FEOEBAL  REQISTEB  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rulemaking  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
[25  CFR  Part  233] 

SAN  CARLOS  INDIAN  IRRIGATION 
PROJECT,  ARIZONA 

Proposed  Revision  and  Rates 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  by  5  U.S.C.  301  (1970  ed.) , 
secticm  5  erf  the  Act  of  June  7,  1924  (43 
Stat.  475,  476) ,  and  the  Act  of  March  7, 
1928  (45  Stat.  200,  210-211),  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  amend  25  CFR  Part  233  as  set 
forth  below.  The  primary  purpose  of  this 
amendment  is  to  provide  additional 
power  revenue  to  meet  the  increased  cost 
of  power  purchased  from  the  U.S.  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Reclamation  and  other  sources, 
and  to  meet  the  increased  cost  of  operat¬ 
ing  and  maintaining  the  power  system  of 
the  San  Carlos  Indian  Irrigation  Proj¬ 
ect,  Arizona.  It  is  proposed  to  accomplish 
this  by  increasing  the  power  rates  for 
customers  under  Rate  Schedules  No.  1, 

2,  3,  and  5.  It  is  also  proposed  to  revise 
certain  other  sections  of  the  regulations 
to  make  them  compatible  with  prevail¬ 
ing  practices,  as  follows: 

Eliminate  the  subheading  “Interim 
Regulations  and  Rates”  under  the  head¬ 
ing  of  Part  233. 

Sec. 

233.1  Eliminate  reference  to  Part  231. 

233.6  Eliminate  provisions  for  allowing 
property  owners  exemption  from 
posting  deposit. 

233.6  (Thange  extension  policy  so  that 

length  of  extension  at  Government 
expense  is  not  tied  to  amount  of 
monthly  minimum. 

233.7  Eliminate  provision  for  repaying  cus¬ 

tomer  for  construction  costs. 

233.9  Raise  requirement  for  3-phase  serv¬ 

ice  from  5  HP  motor  to  7%  HP  and 
eliminate  requirement  ior  written 
approval  for  other  than  115  or  230 
volt  single  phase  service. 

233.10  Lower  the  minimum  meter  height 

requirement  for  underground  serv¬ 
ice. 

233.21  Change  date  of  delinquency  to  10 
days  after  date  of  issue  of  arrears, 
and  Increase  in  reconnection 
charge  to  $10.00. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  whenever  practicable,  to 
afford  the  public  an  opportunity  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  rule  making  process.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  interested  persons  may  submit 
written  comments,  suggestions,  or  objec¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
amendments  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Indian  Affairs,  Washington,  D.C.  20245, 
on  or  before  September  16, 1974. 

Part  233  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 


PART  233— SAN  CARLOS  INDIAN 
IRRIGATION  PROJECT,  ARIZONA 

Sec. 

233.1  Effective  date;  chsmges. 

233.2  -Authority  of  Project  Engineer. 

233.3  Disputes. 

233.4  Applications;  contracts. 

233.5  Deposits. 

233.6  Extensions. 

233.7  Installation  or  extension  financed  by 

consumer. 

233.8  Temporary  service. 

233B  Type  of  service. 

233.10  Setrvlce  connections. 

233.11  Connection  methods. 

233.12  Multiple  meter  Installations. 

233.13  Consumer  responsibility.  ^ 

233.14  Change  of  equipment. 

233.16  Apparatus  detrimental  to  service. 

233.16  Motor  starting  equipment. 

233.17  Service  discontinued.  » 

233.18  Bills  for  service. 

233.19  Special  bills. 

233.20  Connect,  reconnect,  and  accounting 

charges. 

233.21  Delinquent  bills. 

233.22  Discontinuance  by  consumer. 

233.23  Fraud;  tampering. 

233.24  Compensation  of  employees. 

233.25  Hardship  cases. 

233.26  Interruptions  to  service. 

233.27  Contingent  upon  appropriations. 

233.51  Rate  Schedule  No.  1 — ^Residential 

rate. 

233.52  Rate  Schedule  No.  2 — General  rate. 

233.53  Rate  Schedule  No.  3 — ^Irrigation  and 

commercial  pumping  rate. 

233.54  Rate  Schedule  No.  4 — Street  and  area 

lighting. 

233.55  Rate  Schedule  No.  6 — Commercial 

rate. 

Authoritt:  Sec.  5,  43  Stat.  476;  45  Stat. 
210,211;  5  u  s  e.  301. 

§  233.1  rffet'livc  date;  changes. 

The  regulations  in  this  part  are  ap¬ 
proved  for  the  conduct  of  the  electric 
power  system  of  the  San  Carlos  Project, 
Arizona,  referred  to  in  this  r>art  as  the 
Project.  The  regulations  in  this  part 
shall  become  effective  with  the  first  bill¬ 
ings  made  after  the  first  day  of  the  sec¬ 
ond  calendar  month  which  begins  after 
the  date  of  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  regulations  in  this  part 
are  subject  to  change  by  the  proper 
authority  and  such  changes  shall  apply 
to  all  contracts  then  and  thereafter  in 
effect. 

§  233.2  Aulliority  of  Project  Engineer. 

The  Project  Engineer  is  responsible  for 
the  operation  of  the  electric  power  system 
and  the  enforcement  of  the  regulations 
in  this  part.  He  is  authorized  to  carry  out 
and  enforce  the  regulations  either 
directly  or  through  the  Power  Manager 
or  other  Project  employees  designated  by 
him. 


§  233.3  Disputes. 

Any  aggrieved  party  may  file  with  the 
Project  Engineer  a  written  complaint  re¬ 
garding  the  application  of  the  regula¬ 
tions.  Within  fifteen  days  after  its  re¬ 
ceipt,  the  Project  Engineer  shall  render 
a  written  decision  thereon  and  serve  a 
copy  thereof  on  the  aggrieved  party. 
Within  fifteen  days  from  receipt  of  such 
decision,  the  aggrieved  party  may  take 
an  appeal  to  the  Commissioner  of  Indian 
Affairs  who  shall  render  his  decision 
within  sixty  days  and  his  decision  shall 
be  final.  Pending  the  determination  of  an 
appeal,  electric  service  shall  be  continued, 
except  in  cases  in  which  the  question  of 
the  existence  of  dangerous  conditions  on 
the  premises  of  the  consumer  is  involved: 
Provided,  The  consumer  pays  the 
amovmt  of  each  bill  for  electric  service 
prior  to  the  time  when  it  becomes  delin¬ 
quent.  If  the  question  of  the  amount  of 
the  bill  is  Involved  in  an  appeal,  the 
consumer  shall  be  deemed  to  have  paid 
the  bill  under  protest  and  the  payment 
shall  be  held  in  a  special  deposit  accowit 
until  the  final  decision  has  been  made. 

§  233.4  Applications;  contracts. 

In  order  to  contract  for  the  delivery  of 
power,  a  written  application  for  service 
under  this  part  accompanied  by  the  re¬ 
quired  cash  deposit  and  guarantee  of  the 
required  minimum  revenues  to  the  Proj¬ 
ect,  shall  be  filed  with  the  Project  En¬ 
gineer.  Upon  acceptance  by  him,  the  ap¬ 
plication  will  become  a  contract.  In  gen¬ 
eral,  such  application  will  be  accepted 
where  service  lines  exist.  When  spiecial 
terms  and  conditions  are  involved  in  con¬ 
tracting  for  service,  the  Project  Engineer 
shall  require  the  execution  of  a  form  of 
contract  in  which  such  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  are  fully  set  forth.  Each  contract 
involving  the  construction  of  a  new  ex¬ 
tension  shall  be  for  a  period  of  at  least 
one  year,  but  if  the  consumer  vacates 
the  premises,  he  shall  be  liable  for  the  im- 
paid  guaranteed  revenue  only  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  it  is  not  liquidated  by  the  suc¬ 
ceeding  occupant  of  the  premises.  The 
Project  Engineer  is  authorized  to  reject 
applications  which  he  deems  to  be  adverse 
to  the  best  interests  of  the  Project. 

§  233.5  Depofiits. 

A  cash  deposit  in  an  amount  equal  to 
'  twice  the  estimated  monthly  bill,  but  in 
no  case  less  than  $30.00  will  be  required 
from  each  applicant.  Any  cash  deposit, 
less  the  amount  of  any  unpaid  bills,  shall 
be  refunded  after  the  termination  of  serv¬ 
ice.  Before  extensions  are  constructed 
each  applicant  must  deposit  an  amount 
sufficient  to  cover  his  portion  of  the  re¬ 
quired  minimum  charges  for  a  period  of 
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not  less  than  one  year,  and  must  other¬ 
wise  establish  his  credit  and  satisfy  the 
Project  Engineer  of  his  Intention  to  take 
service  and  his  ability  to  meet  the 
guarantee. 

§  233.6  Extensions. 

(a)  The  length  of  an  extension  con¬ 
structed  at  the  expense  of  the  Project 
shall  not  exceed  the  following: 


In  urban  areas:  Feet 

Single  phase  extensions _ 100 

Three  phase  extensions _  80 

In  rural  areas: 

Single  phase  extensions _ 330 

Three  phase  extensions _ 210 


(b)  The  length  of  an  extension  shall 
Include  the  horizontal  length  of  both  the 
primary  and  secondary  circuits  exclu¬ 
sive  of  the  service  drops.  Insofar  as  prac¬ 
ticable.  all  extensions  shall  be  con¬ 
structed  along  established  highways.  The 
prospective  consumer,  or  consumers, 
shall  furnish  or  prociu’e  satisfactory 
rights-of-way  necessary  for  the  lines  and 
other  facilities  of  the  Project  incidental 
to  the  furnishing  of  service.  The  Project 
Engineer  may  decline  to  construct  any 
extension  which,  in  his  opinion,  will  be 
excessive  in  cost,  or  detrimental  to  the 
best  interest  of  the  Project,  or  for  which 
funds  are  not  available. 

§  233.7  Installation  or  extension  fi¬ 
nanced  by  consumer. 

If  funds,  material  or  labor  are  not 
otherwise  available  for  an  installation 
or  extension,  or  if  an  extension  to  a 
prospective  consumer  will  require  new 
construction  beyond  the  distances  speci¬ 
fied  in  §  233.6,  the  consumer  or  prospec¬ 
tive  consumer  may,  after  executing  an 
appropriate  contract  satisfactory  to  the 
Project  Engineer,  construct  the  needed 
instollation  or  extension,  or  deposit  funds 
estimated  to  be  sufficient  to  pay  for  the 
construction.  Such  installations  or  ex¬ 
tensions  shall  be  built  in  accordance  with 
suitable  plans  and  specifications  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Project  Engineer.  All  ex¬ 
tensions  when  constructed  shall  be  and 
remain  the  property  of  the  United  States. 

§  233.8  Temporary  serv  ice. 

Temporary  service  refers  to  service  to 
circuses,  bazaars,  fairs,  construction 
works,  and  other  activities  or  businesses 
of  such  a  nature  that  service  to  the 
premises  occupied  by  them  will  probably 
be  discontinued  within  five  months.  An 
applicant  for  temporary  service  shall  be 
required  to  deposit  with  the  Project  En¬ 
gineer  a  sum  of  money  equal  to  the  esti¬ 
mated  cost  of  installing  and  removing 
the  necessary  facilities  and  also  an  addi¬ 
tional  sum  equal  to  the  estimated  bill  for 
electrical  service:  Provided,  however. 
That  such  additional  sum  need  not  be 
greater  than  three  times  the  estimated 
monthly  bill.  After  termination  of  serv¬ 
ice,  there  shall  be  refunded  any  amount 
remaining  on  deposit,  in  excess  of  the 
actual  cost  of  installing  and  removing 
facilities,  plus  the  unpaid  amount  of  bills 
for  electric  power  and  energy,  as  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Project  Engineer. 


PROPOSED  RULES 

§  233:9  Type  of  service. 

Service  for  lights  uod  the  usual  do¬ 
mestic  and  other  i^jpUances,  Including 
motors  of  less  than  seven  and  one-half 
horsepower  shall  be  single  phase,  nomi¬ 
nally  115  or  230  volts  and  two  or  three 
wire,  except  when  special  approval  for 
another  type  of  service  has  been  obtained 
from  the  Project  Engineer.  Three-phase 
service  at  suitable  voltage  may  be  fur¬ 
nished  for  motor  Installations  of  seven 
and  one-half  horsepower  and  over,  pro¬ 
vided  a  three-phase  circuit  of  the  re¬ 
quired  voltage  and  capacity  is  available 
where  the  service  is  desired.  All  service 
will  be  sixty  cycle. 

§  233.10  Service  connections. 

On  each  new  service  the  consumer 
shall  provide  and  maintain  a  service  en¬ 
trance  at  a  location  convenient  to  the 
lines  of  the  project,  and  aU  connections 
from  the  service  entrance  to  the  meter 
base  and  from  the  meter  base  to  the 
main  line  circuit  breaker  or  distribution 
center.  The  meter  will  be  furnished  by 
the  United  States.  The  meter  socket  will 
be  furnished  and  installed  by  the  con¬ 
sumer  and  in  a  suitable  location,  prefer¬ 
ably  on  the  outside  of  the  building,  or 
service  pole,  where  the  meter  will  be  ac¬ 
cessible  to  the  meter  reader  at  all  times. 
Except  for  xmderground  service  installa¬ 
tions,  the  meter  socket  shall  not  be  more 
than  7  feet  nor  less  than  5  feet  above  the 
ground  or  fioor.  For  imdergroimd  service 
installations,  the  meter  shall  be  mounted 
a  minimum  of  3  feet  above  the  ground 
or  floor.  The  entire  service  installation 
must  be  satisfactory  to  the  project  engi¬ 
neer  and  must  conform  to  the  provisions 
then  in  force  of  the  National  Electrical 
Code  of  the  National  Board  of  Fire 
Underwriters  for  Electric  Wiring  and  Ap¬ 
paratus.  When  alterations  of  a  consum¬ 
er’s  premises  make  it  necessary  to  move 
an  existing  meter  loop,  the  consiuner  may 
be  required  to  Install  a  meter  socket  in 
the  new  loop,  located  in  conformity  with 
the  stipulations  of  this  section.  When  an 
inspection  is  required  by  mimicipal  ordi¬ 
nance,  the  project  engineer  shall  require 
a  certificate  of  inspection  and  approval 
by  the  municipal  Inspector  before  con¬ 
necting  a  new  service. 

§  233.11  Connection  methods. 

Service  to  a  consumer’s  premises  will 
ordinarily  be  supplied  by  means  of  over¬ 
head  conductors.  A  consumer  may  at  his 
own  expense  provide  for  an  imdergroimd 
service.  Such  an  underground  service 
must  be  installed  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  National  Electrical  Code 
and  shall  be  terminated  on  the  pole  at 
a  location  and  in  the  manner  directed 
by  the  Project  Engineer.  No  connection 
from  the  circuits  of  the  Electrical  Power 
System  to  a  consumer’s  service  entrance 
shall  be  made  except  by  the  Project  or 
its  agents. 

§  233.12  Multiple  meter  installations. 

In  the  case  of  new  installations  in 
multiple-occupancy  buildings  such  as 
apartment  houses  in  connection  with 
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which  more  than  one  meter  in  a  build¬ 
ing  la  required,  the  meters  shall  be  as- 
aemUed  ait  one  central  location.  Each 
meter  ahall  be  clearly  marked  so  as  to 
make  it  possible  to  Identify  the  consumer. 

§  233.13  Consumer  responsibility. 

The  consumer  shall  furnish,  install 
and  maintain  at  his  own  risk  and  ex¬ 
pense  in  good  and  safe  condition  all  pro¬ 
tective  devices,  electric  wires,  lines,  ma¬ 
chinery,  apparatus,  and  appliances  which 
may  be  required  or  used  for  receiving 
and  consuming  electric  energy  obtained 
from  the  Project.  The  consumer  shall  be 
responsible  for  conforming  to  the  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  National  Board  of  Fire 
Underwriters  and  to  any  other  regula¬ 
tions  applicable  to  his  installation. 

§  233.14  Change  of  equipment. 

In  the  event  that  a  consumer  proposes 
to  make  any  material  change  in  the 
amount,  size  or  character  nf  the  electri¬ 
cal  equipment  installed  on  his  premises, 
he  shall  immediately  give  written  notice 
of  his  intention  to  the  Project  Engineer. 

§  233.15  Apparatus  det  imental  to  serv¬ 
ice. 

The  Project  Engineer  may  refuse  to 
supply  loads  of  a  character  detrimental 
to  the  system,  or  to  service  to  other  con¬ 
sumers,  and  he  may  require  the  instal¬ 
lation  of  suitable  corrective  devices. 

§  233.16  Motor  starting  equipment. 

Motors  having  a  rated  capacity  of 
three  horsepower  or  more  shall  be  pro¬ 
vided  with  such  starting  and  overload 
equipment  as  may  be  required  by  the 
Project  Engineer, 

§  233.17  Service  discontinued. 

The  Project  Engineer  may  discontinue 
electric  service  to  any  consumer  who 
shall  continue  to  use  appliances  or  ap¬ 
paratus  detrimental  to  the  Electric 
Power  System  after  he  has  been  noti¬ 
fied  to  correct  the  condition  and  has 
failed  to  do  so  within  a  reasonable  time. 

§233.18  Bills  for  service. 

Meters  will  normally  be  read  and  bills 
for  electric  service  will  be  rendered  at 
regular  intervals.  Payments  by  consum¬ 
ers  should  be  made  In  person  or  remit¬ 
ted  by  check  or  money  order,  payable  to 
the  order  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States,  and  mailed  to  the  designated  of¬ 
fice  of  the  Project. 

§  233.19  Special  hills. 

Special  bills,  removal  bills,  bills  for 
temporary  service,  bills  rendered  when 
premises  are  vacated  or  bills  rendered 
to  persons  discontinuing  services  are  due 
on  presentation. 

§  233.20  Connect,  reconnect,  and  ac¬ 
counting  charges. 

A  nonrefundable  service  establish¬ 
ment  fee  of  $7.50  will  be  charged  each 
time  the  Project  is  requested  to  estab¬ 
lish  or  reestablish  electric  service  to  the 
customer’s  delivery  point.  The  charge 
will  be  Included  In  and  rendered  with 
the  first  month’s  bill  for  electricity  after 
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connection  or  reconnection  service.  An 
accounting  charge  of  $5  will  be  made 
when  a  check  is  returned  xmpaid  by  a 
bank  because  of  insufficient  funds  or 
other  reasons.  This  charge  will  be  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  any  other  applicable  charges 
and  will  appear  on  the  next  month’s  bill 
for  electrl^ty. 

§  233.21  Delinquent  bills. 

Bills  for  electric  service  will  be  delin¬ 
quent  if  not  paid  on  or  before  the  tenth 
day  following  the  date  of  Issue  of  a  bill 
showing  arrears.  When  such  delinquency 
occurs,  the  Project  Engineer  shall  dis¬ 
continue  service  and  service  shall  not  be 
restored  imtll  the  consumer  has  i>atd  all 
bills  then  due  plus  a  reconnection  charge 
of  $10.00  and  has  made  the  deposit  re¬ 
quired  \mder  S  233.5.  Discontinuance  of 
service  for  delinquency  shall  not  relieve 
the  consumer  of  liability  for  minimum 
monthly  payments  guaranteed  by  him 
under  his  contract. 

§  233.22  Discontinuance  by  consumer. 

Notice  of  his  desire  to  have  service 
disconnected  shall  be  given  by  the  ctm- 
sumer  at  least  two  da3rs  in  advance.  In 
the  absence  of  such  notice  the  consumer 
will  be  hdd  liable  for  pa3nnent  of  all 
electrical  energy  furnished  to  such 
vacated  premises  until  service  Is  discon¬ 
tinued.  Final  bills  may  be  paid  by  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  consmner’s  guarantee  de¬ 
posit  to  the  extent  that  they  are  covered 
thereby.  Any  surplus  ronainlng  In  the 
deposit  will  be  returned  to  the  consumer 
after  the  contract  Is  terminated.  Where 
the  deposit  Is  Insufficient,  the  consiimer 
will  be  billed  for  the  dlSerence  which 
Shan  be  Immediately  due  and  payable. 

§233.23  Fraud ;  tampering. 

Service  shaH  be  discontinued  to  any 
consumer,  or  to  any  premises  at  any 
time  when,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Project 
Engineer,  such  action  is  necessary  to 
protect  against  abuse,  fraud,  or  theft. 
Tampering  or  In  any  way  Interfering 
with  meters,  transformers,  poles,  con¬ 
ductors,  or  any  part  of  the  property  of 
the  Project  Is  prohibited  and  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  prosMuticm  pursuant  to  law. 

§  233.24  Compensation  of  employees. 

All  employees  are  strictly  forbidden  to 
demand  or  accept  any  personal  compen¬ 
sation  for  services  rendered  to  a  consum¬ 
er,  or  any  gratuity  by  reason  of  rendi¬ 
tion  of  sendees. 

§  233.25  Hardship  cases. 

The  Project  Engineer  may  relax  tem¬ 
porarily  strict  enforcement  of  a  regula- 
tlcm  when  In  his  judgment  such  enforce¬ 
ment  would  work  undue  hardship  upon 
a  consumer,  but  all  such  cases  shall  be 
reported  promptly  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Indian  Affairs  with  an  explanation 
by  the  Project  Engineer  of  the  reason 
f(»'  taking  such  action.  The  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Indian  Affairs  may  cancel  the 
action  taken  by  the  Project  Engineer. 

§  233.26  Interruptions  to  service. 

The  United  States  will  furnish  energy 
continuously  so  far  as  reasonable  dili¬ 
gence  win  permit.  But  the  United  States, 


Its  officers,  agents  or  emidoyees,  assume 
no  liability  for  damages  due  to  Interrup- 
thms  of  service  to  the  consumer. 

§  233.27  Contingent  upon  appropria* 
tions. 

An  contracts  are  subject  toapprc^rla- 
tlons  made  by  Congress  from  year  to 
year  of  mcmles  sufficient  to  perform  the 
woi^  or  render  the  service  iu*ovlded 
therein.  No  liability  shaU  accrue  against 
the  United  States  by  reascxi  of  the  lack 
of  apprc^riatlons. 

§  233.51  Rate  Schedule  No.  1— Resi¬ 
dential  rate. 

(a)  Application  of  schedule.  This 
schedule  is  applicable  to  single-phase  or 
three-phase  service  for  residences  and 
smaU,  noncommercial  users.  Unless 
specifically  permitted  by  the  contract,  use 
must  be  limited  to  the  consiuner’s  own 
premises  and  power  supplied  must  not 
be  resold.  If  more  than  one  meter  Is  re¬ 
quired  by  the  custcuner’s  Installation  or 
for  the  custwner’s  convenience,  bills  wlU 
be  Independently  calculated  fwr  each 
meter. 

(b)  Monthly  rate.  (1)  Four  dollars, 
which  Includes  the  use  of  50  kilowatt 
hours. 

(2)  4  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  the 
next  100  kilowatt  hours. 

(3)  3  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  the 
next  100  kilow^t  hours. 

(4)  2  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  the 
next  250  kilowatt  hours. 

(5)  1.4  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  all 
additional  kilowatt  hours. 

(c)  Minimum  bilL  The  minimum  bill 
shall  be  $4  per  month  except  when  a 
higher  minimum  bill  is  stipulated  In  the 
contract. 

§  233.52  Rate  Schedule  No.  2 — General 
rate. 

(a)  This  schedule  Is  applicable  to 
three-phase  electric  service  for  all  pur¬ 
poses  auid  is  especially  suitable  for  larger 
commerclail  and  Industrial  concerns.  Un¬ 
less  specifically  permitted  by  the  con¬ 
tract,  use  must  be  limited  to  the  con¬ 
sumer’s  premises  amd  the  power  supplied 
must  not  be  resold.  If  more  than  one 
meter  Is  required  by  the  custemer’s  In- 
staiUatlon,  or  for  the  cust<»ner’s  con¬ 
venience,  bills  will  be  Independently  cal¬ 
culated  for  each  meter. 

(b)  Monthly  rate.  (1)  2.6  cents  per 
kilowatt  hour  for  the  first  25  kilowatt 
hours  per  kilowatt  of  billing  demamd. 

(2)  1.7  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for 
the  next  50  kilowatt  hours  per  kilowatt 
of  billing  demand. 

(3)  1.25  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for 
adl  additional  kilowatt  hours. 

(c)  Minimum  bill.  The  minimum  blU 
shall  be  75  cents  per  month  per  kilowatt 
of  billing  demand. 

(d)  Contract  demamd.  Eaich  contrawjt 
Shan  state  the  number  ot  kilowatts 
which  the  customer  expects  to  require 
and  desires  to  have  reserved  for  his  serv¬ 
ice.  This  quamtity  is  cadled  the  contraust 
demamd. 

(e)  Actual  demand.  The  actuail  de¬ 
mand  for  any  month  shadl  be  the  aver¬ 
age  amoxmt  of  power  used  during  the 


period  of  15  consecutive  minutes  when 
such  average  is  the  greatest  for  the 
month  as  determined  by  suitable  meters, 
or.  If  meters  aire  unavailaUe,  the  actual 
demand  shall  be  connected  load  or  such 
portion  of  the  connected  load  ais  the 
Project  Engineer  may  determine  to  be 
appropriate  based  on  available  Informa¬ 
tion  as  to  the  customer’s  use  of  con¬ 
nected  lights,  appliances,  and  equipment, 
or  from  check  metering. 

(f)  Billing  deuiand.  The  billing  de¬ 
mand  for  a  month  shall  be  the  contract 
demand  or  the  actual  demand  for  the 
month,  whichever  Is  greater. 

§  233.53  Rate  Schedule  No.  3— Irriga¬ 
tion  and  commercial  pumping  rate. 

(a)  Application  of  schedule.  This 
schedule  Is  applicable  to  three-phase 
electric  service  for  Irrigation  or  com¬ 
mercial  pumping  loads  of  25  kilowatts 
demand  or  more.  The  necessary  metering 
equipment  will  be  supplied  and  main¬ 
tained  by  the  Project  for  all  installations. 
Each  service  will  be  at  one  point  of  de¬ 
livery  and  measured  through  one  meter. 
This  schedule  is  not  applicable  to  tem¬ 
porary,  breakdown,  standby,  supplemen¬ 
tary,  nor  resale  ser^ce, 

(b)  Monthly  rate.  The  sum  of  de¬ 
mand  and  energy  charges  as  follows ; 

(1)  Demand  charges  of  75  cents  per 
kilowatt  of  billing  demand,  and 

(2)  Energy  charges  of  7.5  mills  per 
kilowatt  hour  for  the  first  200  kilowatt 
hours  per  kilowatt  of  billing  demand, 
and 

(3)  Energy  charges  of  10  mills  per 
kilowatt  hour  for  all  additional  kilowatt 
hours. 

(c)  Minimum  biU.  The  minimum  bill 
shall  be  75  cents  per  month  per  kilowatt 
of  billing  demand. 

(d)  Billing  demand.  TTie  billing  de¬ 
mand  for  a  month  shall  be  the  contract 
demand  or  the  actual  demand  for  that 
month,  whichever  Is  the  greater. 

(e)  Contract  demand.  Each  customer 
shall  state  the  number  of  kilowatts  which 
the  customer  expects  to  require  and  de¬ 
sires  to  reserve  for  his  service.  This 
quantity  is  called  the  contract  demand. 

(f )  Actual  demand.  The  actual  demand 
for  any  month  shall  be  the  average 
amount  of  power  used  during  the  period 
of  15  consecutive  minutes  when  such 
average  Is  the  greatest  for  the  month  as 
determined  by  suitable  meters,  or,  if 
meters  are  imavallable  or  Inoperable,  the 
actual  demand  shall  be  the  connected 
load  (M*  such  portion  of  the  connected 
load  as  the  Project  EJnglneer  may  deter¬ 
mine  to  be  appropriate  based  on  avail¬ 
able  Information  as  to  the  customer’s 
use  of  connected  load  or  from  check 
metering. 

§  233.54  Rate  Schedule  No.  4^Street 
and  area  lighting. 

(a)  Application.  This  rate  schedule  ap¬ 
plies  to  service  for  lighting  public  streets, 
alleys,  thoroughfares,  public  parks, 
schoolyards.  Industrial  areas,  parking 
lots,  and  similar  areas  where  dusk-to- 
dawn  service  Is  desired.  The  Project  will 
own,  operate,  and  maintain  the  lighting 
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system  including  normal  lamp  and  globe 
replacements. 

(b)  Monthly  rate.  (1)  Lamps: 

Per 

lamp 

200  watts  or  less,  incandescent  (2,800 

lumens  or  less) _ 82. 80 

176  watts  mercury  vapor  (approxi¬ 
mately  6,500  lumens) _  4. 60 

250  watts  mercury  vapor  (approxi¬ 
mately  10,000  lumens) _  6. 40 

400  watts  mercury  vapor  (approxi¬ 
mately  18,000  lumens) _  7. 00 

The  minimum  term  of  a  service  contract 
will  be  12  months,  payable  in  advance. 
The  advance  payment  may  be  waived  in 
special  cases  by  the  Project  Engineer.  In¬ 
stallation  charges,  the  cost  of  wood  poles 
or  special  steel,  aluminum,  or  other  sup¬ 
ports,  special  fixtures,  and  the  cost  of 
underground  service,  ^11  be  charged  as 
determined  by  the  Project  Engineer, 

§  233.55  Rate  Schedule  No.  5— Com¬ 
mercial  rate. 

(a)  Application  of  schedule.  This 
schedule  is  applicable  to  single-phase  or 
three-phase  service  to  commercial  users. 
Including  but  not  limited  to  stores,  ga¬ 
rages,  service  stations,  taverns,  motels, 
mobile  home  parks,  light  manufacturing 
and  Industrial  plants,  and  installations 
with  similar  load  characteristics  having 
normal  load  factors  and  maximum  de¬ 
mands  of  less  than  50  kilowatts.  Unless 
specifically  permitted  by  the  contract, 
use  must  be  limited  to  the  consumer’s 
own  premises  and  power  supplied  mvist 
not  be  resold.  If  more  than  one  meter  is 
required  by  the  customer’s  Installation 
or  for  the  customer’s  convenience,  bills 
will  be  independently  calculated  for  each 
meter. 

(b)  Monthly  rate.  (1)  Four  dollars, 
which  includes  the  use  of  50  kilowatt 
hours. 

(2)  4  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  the 
next  200  kilowatt  hours, 

(3)  3  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  the 
next  300  kilowatt  hours. 

(4)  2  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  the 
next  450  kilowatt  hours. 

(5)  1.5  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  all 
additional  kilowatt  hours. 

(c)  Minimum  bill.  The  minimum  bill 
shall  be  $4  per  month  except  when  a 
higher  minimum  bill  is  stipulated  in  the 
contract. 

John  C.  Whitaker, 

Under  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

August  8,  1974. 

[FB  DOC.74-18784  FUed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


[7  OFR  Part  722] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service 

[  7  CFR  Part  722  ] 

COTTON 

Proposed  Determinations  Regarding  1975 
Crop  Loan  Programs 

Cross  Reference:  For  a  document  con¬ 
cerning  proposed  determinations  regard¬ 
ing  1975  cotton  crop  loan  programs,  filed 


Jointly  by  the  Agricultural  Stabilization 
and  Conservation  Service  and  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation,  see  FR  Doc. 
74^18845,  infra. 


ComrrKXlity  Credit  Corporation 
[7  CFR  Part  1427] 

COTTON 

Notice  of  Determinations  Regarding  1975 
Crop  Loan  Programs 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  pre¬ 
paring  to  make  the  following  determina¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  the  1975  crop  of 
upland  cotton,  extra  long  staple  (ELS) 
cotton,  and  seed  cotton: 

a.  Loan  level  for  upland  lint  cotton. 

b.  Loan  level  and  payment  rate  for 
ELS  lint  cotton. 

c.  Detailed  operating  provisions  to 
carry  out  the  price  support  program  for 
lint  cotton. 

d.  Loan  levels  for  seed  cotton. 

e.  Detailed  operating  provisions  to 
carry  out  the  seed  cotton  loan  program. 

The  first  three  of  these  determinations 
are  to  be  made  pursuant  to  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (63  Stat. 
1051,  as  amended:  (7  U.S.C.  1421  et. 
seq.) ) : 

(a)  Loan  level  for  upland  lint  cotton. 
Section  103(e)  (1)  of  the  act  requires  the 
Secretary  to  determine  and  announce  the 
loan  level  for  the  1975  crop  by  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1974.  Such  loan  level  must 
reflect— for  Middling  1-inch  cotton, 
micronaire  3.5  through  4.9  at  average 
location  in  the  United  States — 90  percent 
of  the  average  price  of  American  cotton 
in  world  markets  for  the  3 -year  period 
August  1,  1971,  through  July  31,  1974, 
except  that,  if  the  calculated  loan  rate  is 
higher  than  the  then  current  level  of 
average  world  prices  for  American  cot¬ 
ton  of  the  same  quality,  the  Secretary  is 
authorized  to  adjust  toe  current  calcu¬ 
lated  loan  rate  to  90  percent  of  the  then 
current  average  world  price.  Section  103 
(e)  (1)  further  requires  the  Secretary  to 
determine  toe  3 -year  average  price  of 
American  cotton  in  world  markets  an¬ 
nually  pursuant  to  a  published  regula¬ 
tion  specifying  the  procedures  and 
factors  to  be  used  in  making  the  deter¬ 
mination.  Such  regulation  was  published 
in  toe  Federal  Register  on  August  22, 
1973  (38F.R.  22543). 

(b)  Loan  level  and  payment  rate  for 
ELS  lint  cotton.  Section  101(f)  of  the  act 
(7  U.S.C.  1441  (f) )  requires  that  price 
.support  shall  be  made  available  to  co- 
operators  for  the  1968  and  each  subse¬ 
quent  crop  of  ELS  cotton.  If  producers 
have  not  disapproved  marketing  quotas 
therefor,  through  loans  at  a  level  which 
is  not  less  than  50  percent  or  more  than 
100  percent  in  excess  of  the  loan  level 
established  for  Middling  1-inch  upland 
cotton  of  such  crop  at  average  location 
in  the  United  States  (except  that  such 
loan  level  for  EI£  cotton  shall  in  no 
event  be  less  than  35  cents  per  pound) . 
Section  101(f)  also  provides  for  price 
support  payments  at  a  rate  which,  to¬ 
gether  with  the  loan  level  established  for 
such  crop,  shall  be  not  less  than  65  per¬ 
cent  or  more  than  90  percent  of  the 
parity  price  for  ELS  cotton  as  of  toe 


month  in  which  the  payment  rate  is  an¬ 
nounced.  Section  401  of  the  act  (7  U.S.C. 
1421)  requires  that,  in  determining  the 
level  of  support  in  excess  of  toe  minimum 
level  prescribed  for  ELS  cotton,  consid¬ 
eration  shall  be  given  to  the  supply  of 
the  commodity  in  relation  to  the  demand 
therefor,  the  price  levels  at  which  other 
commodities  are  being  supported,  the 
availability  of  funds,  the  perishability  of 
the  commodity,  the  importance  of  the 
conunodity  to  agriculture,  and  the  na¬ 
tional  economy,  the  ability  to  dispose  of 
stocks  acquired  through  a  price  support 
operation,  the  need  for  offsetting  tem¬ 
porary  losses  of  export  markets,  and  the 
ability  and  willingness  of  producers  to 
keep  supplies  in  line  with  demand. 

(c)  Detailed  operating  provisions  to 
carry  out  the  price  support  program  for 
lint  cotton.  Detailed  regulations  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  the  price  support  pro¬ 
gram  on  upland  and  EDS  lint  cotton  are 
also  being  reviewed  for  1975.  Loan  provi¬ 
sions  in  effect  under  the  current  program 
may  be  found  in  toe  Cotton  Loan  Pro¬ 
gram  Regulations  (7  CFR  1427.1-28,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  20585) .  Payment  pro¬ 
visions  in  effect  for  ELS  cotton  imder  the 
current  program  may  be  found  in  the 
regulations  providing  toe  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  for  payments  on  ELS  cotton  for 
1968  and  succeeding  years  (7  CFR  722.- 
700-720) . 

The  following  determinations  are  to 
be  made  pursuant  to  Section  5(a)  of  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  Charter 
Act  (15U.S.C.714c(a)): 

(d)  Loan  levels  for  seed  cotton.  Con¬ 
sideration  is  being  given  to  the  levels  at 
which  loans  should  be  made  available  im¬ 
der  the  1975  program. 

(e)  Detailed  operating  provisions  to 
carry  out  the  seed  cotton  loan  program. 
The  regulations  to  carry  out  toe  seed 
cotton  loan  program  are  also  being  re¬ 
viewed  for  1975.  Provisions  of  this  kind 
in  effect  under  toe  current  program  may 
be  found  in  the  Seed  Cotton  Loan  Pro¬ 
gram  Regulations  (7  CFR  1427.160-181, 
as  amended  by  39  FR  12983  and  14188) . 

Prior  to  making  any  of  the  foregoing 
determinations  and  issuing  related  reg¬ 
ulations,  consideration  will  be  given  to 
any  data,  views,  and  recommendations 
which  are  submitted  in  writing  to  the 
Director,  Cotton,  Rice  and  Oilseeds  Divi¬ 
sion,  Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Con¬ 
servation  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C,  20250.  In 
order  to  be  sure  of  consideration,  all  sub¬ 
missions  must  be  received  not  later  than 
September  16,  1974.  All  written  submis¬ 
sions  made  pursuant  to  this  notice  will 
be  made  available  for  public  inspection 
from  8:15  a.m.  to  4:45  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday  in  Room  5725  South 
Building,  14th  and  Independence  Avenue, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  5, 1974. 

Glenn  A.  Weir, 
Acting  Administrator,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Stabilization  and  Con¬ 
servation  Service  and  Execu¬ 
tive  Vice  President,  Commod¬ 
ity  Credit  Corporation. 

[FR  Doc.74-18845  Filed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 
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Soil  Conservation  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  651  ] 

LAND  RIGHTS,  WATER  RIGHTS,  AND 
CONSTRUCTION  PERMITS 

Acquisition  of  Interests 

Notice  Is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  553),  that  the  Administrator  of 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service  (SCS)  Is 
considering  the  adoption  of  rules  and 
regulations  pertaining  to  the  acquisition 
of  interests  in  real  property  ne^ed  for 
projects  with  federal  financial  assistance 
provided  under  programs  administered 
by  SCS. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  In 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire  to  the  Administrator,  USDA- 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20250,  by  September  23,  1974, 

Dated:  August  8, 1974, 

Kenneth  E.  Grant, 
Administrator. 

Subpart  A — General 

Sec. 

651.1  Purpose  and  scope. 

651.3  Deflnltlons. 

Subpart  B — Land  Rights,  General 

651.10  General. 

661.11  Acquiring  agency  responsibilities. 

651.13  Interests  to  be  acqiilred. 

651.13  Donated  land  rights. 

651.14  Appraisals. 

651.15  Preliminary  discussions. 

651.16  Appraiser  qualifications. 

651.17  Condemnation. 

651.18  MobUe  homes. 

651.19  Real  property  Instruments. 

651.20  Subordination  of  prior  rights. 

651.21  Bemx>val,  relocation,  modification,  or 

salvaging  of  improvements. 

651.22  Special  provisions  In  real  property 

Instnunents. 

651.23  Certification  of  land  rights  acquired. 

651.24  Flowage  rights. 

651.25  Flooding  railroads,  highways,  publlo 

roads,  dwellings,  and  other  Im¬ 
provements. 

Subpart  C — Land  Rights,  Federal  Cost  Sharing 
Involved 

651.30  General. 

651  fil  Land  rights  agreements. 

651.33  Determining  amount  of  federal  cost 
sharing  assistance. 

651.33  Determining  fair  market  values. 

651.34  Joint  appraisals. 

651.36  Evidence  of  title. 

651.36  Subcadlnation  of  prior  rights. 

Subpart  D — ^Water  Rights  and  Construction 
Permits 

651.40  Water  rights. 

651.41  Construction  permits. 

Authobitt;  Pub.  L,  91-646,  84  Stat.  1894 
(42  us  e.  4601  et  seq.) ;  38  PR  10623-10632, 

7  CFR  Pt.  21. 

Subpart  A — General 
§  6.>l.l  Purpose  and  scope. 

This  part  sets  forth  policies,  require¬ 
ments,  and  procedures  of  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service  (SCS)  for: 

(a)  implementation  of  Part  21  of  this 
title  to  the  extent  such  part  relates  to  the 
acqulslUcHi  of  real  property, 

(b)  acquisition  of  water  rights,  and 

(c)  acquisition  of  construction  permits 


for  federal  financlany  assisted  programs 
administered  by  SCS. 

§  651.2  Definitions. 

Acquiring  agency.  A  nonfederal  agency 
or  organization  which  has  or  acquires 
Interests  in  or  permlsslcm  to  use  real 
property  to  carry  out  a  project  with 
federal  financial  assistance  provided  im- 
der  programs  administered  by  SCS.  In 
watershed  projects  and  in  resource  con¬ 
servation  and  development  measures,  a 
sponsor  of  the  project  must  be  the  ac¬ 
quiring  agency. 

PmHA,  Hie  Farmers  Home  Admin¬ 
istration  of  the  U.S.  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture  (USDA) . 

FmHA  loan.  A  loan  made  by  FmHA 
from  watershed  funds  fewr  authorized 
watershed  works  <A  improvement  or  a 
loan  made  from  resource  conservation 
and  development  loan  funds  for  author¬ 
ized  resource  conservation  and  devel(H>- 
ment  measures  as 'provided  In  §5  1823.- 
301-1823.360  of  this  title. 

Land  rights.  Any  Interest  in  or  per¬ 
mission  to  use  land,  buildings,  struc¬ 
tures,  or  other  improvements  classified 
or  referred  to  generally  as  real  property 
or  as  land,  easements,  and  rights-of-way. 

Program  agreement.  An  agreement 
such  as  a  watershed  work  plan  agree¬ 
ment  or  resource  conservation  and  de¬ 
velopment  measure  plan  entered  Into  be¬ 
tween  sponsors  and  SCS  which  commits 
resources  to  carry  out  a  federal  finan¬ 
cially  assisted  project. 

Project  agreement.  An  agreement  en¬ 
tered  into  between  sponsors  and  SCS 
which  sets  forth  arrangements  for  the 
installation  of  works  of  improvement  or 
developments. 

Sponsor.  A  nonfederal  agency  or  or¬ 
ganization  specified  in  a  program  agree¬ 
ment  to  sponsor  a  federal  financially  as¬ 
sisted  project  administered  by  SCS. 

Subpart  B — Land  Rights,  General 
§  651.10  General. 

This  subpart  implements  Part  21  of 
this  title  as  such  part  relates  to  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  land  rights  when  federal 
[faring  in  the  cost  of  land  rights  is  not 
authorized. 

§  651.11  Acquiring  agency  responsibili¬ 
ties. 

(a)  The  acquiring  agency  must  ac¬ 
quire  all  land  rights  needed  for  the  in¬ 
vestigation  and  survey,  installatloti.  op¬ 
eration,  maintenance,  and  Inspection  of 
works  of  Improvement  to  be  Installed 
with  federal  financial  assistance,  includ¬ 
ing  any  downstream  or  water  diversion 
rights  needed-  The  acquiring  agency  is 
responsible  for  all  costs  Incidental  to  the 
acquisition  of  land  rigdits  and  aU  con¬ 
siderations  paid  for  land  rights. 

(b)  The  acquiring  agency  must  ac¬ 
quire  all  land  rights  needed  for  the  In¬ 
stallation,  operation,  and  maintenance 
of  a  works  of  improvement  before  a  proj¬ 
ect  agreement  is  entered  into  for  installa¬ 
tion  of  the  works  of  improvement. 

§  651.12  Iifterest  to  be  acquired. 

(a)  Land  rights  must  be  acquired  by 
fee  title  or  perpetual  easement,  except  as 
provided  in  paragraphs  (a)  (1)  and  (a) 


(2)  of  this  section,  for  works  of  improve¬ 
ment  if  there  is  a  continuing  need  for 
the  operation  and  maintenance  of  the 
works  of  Improvement.  Rights  acquired 
by  fee  title  or  perpetual  easement  must 
give  the  acquiring  agency  full  rights  to 
install,  operate,  control,  maintain,  and 
Inspect  the  works  of  improvement. 

(1)  Land  rights  in  federal,  state,  and 
other  public  lands  and  highway  and  rail¬ 
road  rights-of-way  may  be  obtained  by 
permit  or  its  equivalent.  If  construction 
Is  involved,  term  easements  are  pre¬ 
ferred. 

(2)  Land  rights  legally  granted  to  ac¬ 
quiring  agencies  through  arrangements 
such  as  rights  granted  to  drainage  dis¬ 
tricts  when  they  are  organized  are  ac¬ 
ceptable  If  the  acquiring  agency  Is 
granted  an  the  rights  needed  to  In- 
stan,  operate,  control,  maintain,  and  In¬ 
spect  the  works  of  Improvement 

(b)  Land  rights  for  elements  of  works 
of  improvements  not  requiring  continu¬ 
ing  operation  and  maintenance  or  that 
Involve  one-time  or  nonrecurring  opera¬ 
tions  and  for  which  there  Is  no  con¬ 
tinuing  need  for  operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  may  be  acquired  by  permit  or  its 
equivalent. 

(c)  Land  treatment  measures.  If  land 
treatment  measures  are  to  be  main¬ 
tained  by  other  than  landowners,  the 
land  rights  for  such  meastues  may  be  ac¬ 
quired  by  term  easements.  A  permit  or 
oooperator-dlstrict  agreement  may  be 
used  for  land  treatment  measiues  If  sub¬ 
stantial  benefits  accrue  to  the  land- 
owner  and  the  maintenance  will  be  nom¬ 
inal  and  performed  by  the  landowner; 
however,  a  term  easwnent  Is  preferred  if 
construction  is  involved. 

(d)  Surveys  and  Investigations.  Per¬ 
mits  may  be  used  to  obtain  permission 
to  enter  upon  land  to  do  survey  or  site 
Investigation  work.  A  term  easement  is 
preferred  if  construction  Is  involved. 

§651.13  Donated  land  rights. 

To  qualify  as  a  donated  land  right  as 
referred  to  In  S  21.1001(b)  of  this  title, 
the  conveyance  must  meet  the  following 
criteria; 

(a)  The  only  amslderatlon  Involved 
must  be  a  pro  forma  monetary  amount, 
such  as  $1.00;  or 

(b)  The  amount  of  the  consideration 
must  be  obviously  and  substantially  less 
than  the  apparent  fair  market  value  of 
the  land  right,  provided  that; 

(1)  The  grantor  and  the  acquiring 
agency  agree  In  writing  on  the  apparent 
fair  market  value  of  the  right  (appraisals 
are  not  required  to  establish  the  apparent 
fair  market  value) ,  and 

(2)  Hie  grantcMT  fiumishes  the  acquir¬ 
ing  agency  with  evidence  that  acceptance 
of  the  consideration  involved  Is  of  his  own 
free  will  and  election. 

§  651.14  Appraisals. 

Except  as  provided  In  Subpart  C,  the 
appraisal  requirements  In  5  21.1003(a) 
of  this  title  are  not  required,  for: 

(a)  Term  eas^ents,  permits,  leases, 
and  other  arrangements  for  use  of  prop- 
eorty  (xily  during  the  Installation  of  works 
of  lnu>rovement. 
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(b)  Arrangements  for  rerouting,  re¬ 
locating,  moving,  or  abandoning  of  Im¬ 
provements  or  facilities  located  on  rights- 
of-way,  such  as  roads,  railroads,  pipe¬ 
lines,  and  other  utilities. 

(c)  Subordination  of  prior  rights  If  no 
monetary  consideration  Is  involved,  sub¬ 
ordination  of  rights-of-way,  and  sub¬ 
ordination  of  security  liens  such  as 
mortgages  and  deeds  of  trust. 

§651.15  Preliminary  discussions. 

Preliminary  discussions  with  owners 
concerning  the  availability  of  property 
or  the  possibility  of  making  a  donation 
or  land  exchange  is  not  precluded  by  the 
requirements  of  §  21.1005(a)  of  this  title. 

§651.16  Appraiser  qualifications. 

The  qualified  land  appraiser  required 
by  §  21.1003  of  this  title  shall  be  a  per¬ 
son  who  has  either  had  Instruction  in  an 
appraisal  school  in  the  basic  principles  of 
appraising  real  property  and  specialized 
training  in  the  type  of  real  property  to  be 
appraised  or  equivalent  practical  training 
under  a  professional  appraiser.  If  con¬ 
demnation  is  Involved  the  appraiser  must, 
if  required  by  state  law,  be  licensed  or 
certified.  Appraisers  must  not  have  any 
Interests  in  the  real  property  to  be 
appraised. 

§  651.17  Condemnation. 

If  condemnation  of  land  rights  is  in¬ 
volved,  SC8  will  not  enter  Into  a  project 
agreement  for  Installation  of  works  of 
improvement  until: 

(a)  The  condemnation  proceedings 
have  progressed  to  the  point  court  orders 
have  given  the  acquiring  agency  right 
of  possession  of  the  real  property  In¬ 
terests  sought  or  court  judgments  have 
vested  title  of  the  real  property  Interests 
In  the  acquiring  agency;  and 

(b)  Except  If  time  of  appeals  from 
court  Judgments  has  expire^  the  ac¬ 
quiring  agency  and  SCS  have  entered 
into  an  agreement  providing  that  the 
acquiring  agency  agrees  to  prosecute 
condemnation  proceedings  to  a  final  con¬ 
clusion  and  pay  the  damages  awarded 
by  the  court. 

§651.18  Mobile  homes. 

A  mobile  home  will  be  treated  as  real 
property  If  It  is  considered  real  property 
under  state  law  or  if  it  cannot  be  moved 
without  substantial  damage  or  unreason¬ 
able  cost. 

§  651.19  Real  property  instruments. 

(a)  Prior  to  the  initiation  of  negoti¬ 
ations  as  set  forth  In  §  21.1005  of  this 
title,  the  acquiring  agency  must  obtain 
SCS  approval  of  all  Instruments  to  be 
used  in  acquiring  land  rights  except  for 
those  used  in  condemnation  proceedings. 
If  the  acquiring  agency  utilizes  an 
FmHA  loan,  FmHA  approval  must  also 
be  obtained. 

(b)  The  Interests  acquired  in  or  per¬ 
mission  obtained  to  use  real  property 
must  be  vested  in  one  or  more  of  the 
sponsors,  preferably  in  the  sponsor (s) 
that  will  operate  and  maintain  the  works 
of  improvement.  If  an  FmHA  loan  Is 
involved,  the  interests  must  vest  In  the 


borrowing  sponsor  who  will  operate  and 
maintain  the  works  of  Improvement. 

(c)  Deeds,  easements,  subordination 
agreements,  and  equivalent  Instruments 
must  be  executed  and  recorded  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  state  law.  Permits  need  not  be 
recorded  unless  so  required  by  state  law. 

§  651.20  Subordination  of  prior  rights. 

(a)  Outstanding  air,  surface,  and  sub¬ 
surface  rights  that  will  interfere  with 
a  proposed  works  of  improvement  or  de¬ 
velopment,  or  public  access  thereto  must 
be  extingiiished,  removed,  or  a  subordi¬ 
nation  agreement  obtained  subordinating 
the  prior  right  to  the  extent  that  exer¬ 
cising  of  the  right  will  not  interfere  with 
the  purposes  of  the  project  as  follows: 

(1)  If  a  prior  right  exists  for  a  build¬ 
ing,  structiue,  utility,  or  other  improve¬ 
ment,  it  must  be  subordinated  unless  a 
removal,  relocation,  or  modification  of 
the  Improvement  is  arranged  as  provided 
in  §  651.21. 

(2)  If  a  prior  right  exists  for  strip 
mining  and  the  site  for  a  structural 
works  of  improvement,  including  any 
permanent  or  flood  pool  area.  Is  required 
to  be  obtained  by  fee  title  or  perpetual 
easement,  the  strip  mining  right  must  be 
subordinated. 

(3)  If  a  prior  right  exists  for  removal 
of  layered  mineral  deposits  and  a  dam 
site  Is  Involved  which  Is  determined  by 
SCS  to  be  subject  to  deep  subsidence, 
the  mineral  removal  right  must  be  sub¬ 
ordinated  to  Insure  the  acquiring  agency 
the  right  to: 

(I)  Prevent  the  development  or  re¬ 
moval  of  minerals  from  unmlned  areas 
that  would  cause  subsidence  of  the  struc¬ 
ture  site. 

(II)  Preserve  or  build  and  maintain 
adequate  support  to  Insine  against  future 
subsidence  of  the  structure  foundation 
for  mined  areas. 

(b)  Subordination  of  prior  rights  In 
Instances  other  than  those  specified  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  Is  not  spe¬ 
cifically  required  by  SCS.  However,  the 
acquiring  agency  should  obtain  subordi¬ 
nation  agreements  for  security  or  Judg¬ 
ment  Hots,  term  leases,  and  other  en¬ 
cumbrances  as  deemed  desirable  by  It 
or  required  for  FmHA  loan  purposes. 

§  651.21  Removal,  reloeation,  modifica¬ 
tion,  or  salvaging  of  improvements. 

The  acquiring  agency  must  arrange 
for  the  removal,  relocation,  modification, 
or  salvaging  of  any  building,  structure, 
road,  pipeline,  public  utility,  fence,  or 
other  Improvement  which  is  not  to  be 
abandoned  and  see  that  the  arrange¬ 
ment  Is  carried  out  at  a  time  and  In  a 
manner  that  will  avoid  interference  with 
project  construction. 

§  651.22  Special  provisions  in  land 
rights  instruincnfs. 

The  acquiring  agency  must  obtain  SCS 
approval  of  all  special  provisions  or  con¬ 
ditions  to  be  Included  in  land  rights  In¬ 
struments  as  a  result  of  the  negotiations 
for  the  land  right.  SCS  approval  must  be 
obtained  prior  to  recording  the  Instru¬ 
ment,  but  preferably  before  the  Instru¬ 


ment  Is  executed.  FmHA  approval  is  also 
required  If  a  FmHA  loan  Is  involved. 

§  651.23  Certification  of  land  rights 
acquired. 

(a)  Works  of  improvement.  Before  en¬ 
tering  into  a  project  agreement,  the  ac¬ 
quiring  agency  must  certify  in  writing  to 
SCS  that  all  necessary  land  rights  have 
been  acquired  for  the  works  of  improve¬ 
ment  to  be  included  in  the  project  agree¬ 
ment.  A  copy  of  each  land  rights  instru¬ 
ment  covered  by  the  certification  must 
be  furnished  SCS  with  or  prior  to  sub¬ 
mission  of  the  certificate. 

(b)  Investigations  and  surveys.  Evi¬ 
dence  of  adequate  land  rights  to  conduct 
investigations  and  surveys  for  proposed 
works  of  improvement  must  be  furnished 
SCS  by  the  acquiring  agency  as  follows: 

(1)  In  a  letter  of  certification  if  inves¬ 
tigations  and  surveys  are  to  be  performed 
by  sponsor  personnel. 

(2)  Submission  of  the  land  rights  in¬ 
struments  if  investigations  and  siuveys 
are  to  be  performed  by  SCS  personnel  or 
SCS  contract. 

§651.21  Flowagc  rights. 

SCS  will  determine  and  inform  the  ac¬ 
quiring  agency  of  the  area  for  which 
flowage  rights  are  to  be  provided  for  a 
dam. 

§  651.2.5  Flooding  railroads,  highways, 
public  roads,  dwellings,  and  other 
improvements. 

The  following  criteria  must  be  met  be¬ 
fore  Installing  any  structure  which  would 
result  in  flooding  of  railroads,  highways, 
public  roads,  dwellings,  buildings,  water 
sources,  public  utilities,  burial  sitw,  and 
historic  sites  or  monuments. 

(a)  Railroads  that  are  to  remain  in  use 
shall  not  be  flooded. 

(b)  Highways  and  public  roads,  except 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  shall  not  be  flooded  within  the  ele¬ 
vation  of  the  flowage  line  unless: 

(1)  The  highway  or  public  road  is 
closed  for  a  brief  period  at  any  given  time 
and  there  is  an  alternate  all-weather 
route  that  can  be  used  with  a  minimum 
of  inconvenience,  and 

(2)  A  written  right  or  permission  to 
flood  the  highway  or  public  road  has  been 
obtained  from  the  state,  county,  or 
agency  having  jurisdiction  over  the  high¬ 
way  or  public  road.  Such  written  right  or 
permission  may  be  in  the  nature  of  an 
easement,  coiirt  order,  or,  if  such  can¬ 
not  legally  be  given,  a  permit.  The  writ¬ 
ten  right  or  permission  must  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  citation  of  the  applicable 
state  statute  or  a  written  opinion  of  the 
State  Attorney  (general  stating  that  the 
state,  coimty,  or  agency  granting  the  per- 
missicHi  has  legal  authority  to  allow  the 
road  to  be  closed  by  flooding. 

(c)  Dwellings  are  to  be  provided  an 
all-weather  road  for  ingress  and  egress 
that  will  not  flood  more  frequently  than 
under  preconstruction  conditions.  If  a 
road  providing  the  only  outlet  to  a  dwell¬ 
ing  is  at  a  lower  elevation  than  the  flow- 
age  Une  stated  in  §  651.24,  an  historical 
record  of  preconstruction  flooding  shall 
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be  developed  and  documented  in  the  rec¬ 
ords  of  the  acquiring  agency  and  SCS. 

(d)  Dwellings,  including  basements,  or 
any  other  buildings  which  contain  valu¬ 
able  proi>erty  or  which  may  be  used  as 
living  quarters  on  a  permanent  or  sea¬ 
sonal  l^is  shall  not  be  allowed  to  re¬ 
main  in  the  area  requiring  flowage  rights 
unless  flood  proofed  or  otherwise  pro¬ 
tected  from  damage  by  the  storm  event 
used  to  establish  the  flowage  right  eleva¬ 
tion.  Before  financial  assistance  is  made 
available  to  a  sponsor,  the  dwelling  or 
building  must  be  demolished,  relocated, 
raised,  or  protected  by  a  floodwall.  If 
the  dwelling  or  building  is  raised  or  pro¬ 
tected  by  a  floodwall,  it  must  be  done  in 
such  a  manner  that  there  will  be  ade¬ 
quate  drainage  and  no  unreasonable 
ponding  of  water. 

(e)  Bams,  garages  and  buildings  used 
for  similar  purposes  may  remain  in  the 
flow'age  easement  area  upon  advance  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Administrator.  Generally, 
approval  for  flooding  buildings  of  this 
nature  will  not  be  granted  if  the  build¬ 
ing  is  used  for  the  storage  of  feed, 
perishable  items,  supplies,  equipment,  or 
other  items  which  w'ould  be  substantially 
damaged  by  flooding.  This  also  applies  to 
any  building  used  for  other  purposes 
w’hen  flooding  would  cause  an  interrup¬ 
tion  or  delay  of  operations  carried  mi  in 
the  building,  or  cause  a  hazard  which 
may  result  in  injury,  death,  or  damage  to 
the  building’s  contents. 

(f)  Water  sources  such  as  springs  or 
w’ells  shall  not  be  flooded  until  sponsors 
have  complied  with  legal  requirements 
of  state  laws,  ordinances,  and  regulations 
relating  to  items  such  as  contamination. 

(g)  Public  utilities  shall  not  be  flooded 
tmless  the  utility  company  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  fimction  of  the  facility 
will  not  be  affected  adversely  and  a  sub¬ 
ordination  agreement  has  been  obtained. 

(h)  Burial  sites,  such  as  private  family 
plots,  cemeteries,  and  graveyards  shall 
not  be  flooded  tmless  disinterment  and 
reburial  have  been  accomplished  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  state  law. 

(i)  Historical  sites  or  monuments  shall 
not  be  flooded  until  SCS  has  complied 
with  Part  650  of  this  chapter. 

Subpart  C — Land  Rights,  Federal  Cost 
Sharing  Involved 

§  6.>1..’10  General. 

(a)  This  subpart  supplements  and 
modifies  Subpart  B  if  a  program  agree¬ 
ment  authorizes  the  sharing  of  the  cost 
of  land  rights  from  SCS  program  funds. 

(b)  The  requirements  of  this  subpai  t 
do  not  apply  to  federal  funds  authorized 
by  section  201(d)  of  the  Rural  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  of  1972  (Pub.  L.  92-419,  86 
Stat.  668  (16  U.S.C.  1004))  which  pro¬ 
vides  that  watershed  project  sponsors 
may  use  federal  funds  available  to  than 
under  other  programs  to  acquire  real 
property  interests  for  watershed  projects. 
When  these  federal  funds  are  used,  the 
regulations  established  by  the  granting 
agency  apply. 

§  631.31  Land  rights  agrernienis. 

(a)  Details  of  the  cost-sharing 
arrangement  will  be  documented  in  a 


land  rights  agreement  between  SCS  and 
the  acquiring  agency.  ITie  cost-sharing 
details,  including  land  rights  eligible  for 
cost  sharing,  must  not  differ  from  the 
basic  arrangement  set  forth  in  the  pro¬ 
gram  agreement. 

(b)  The  following  actions  must  have 
been  taken  and  determinations  made 
prior  to  execution  of  the  land  rights 
agreement : 

(1)  The  project  has  been  approved  for 
operations,  and  federal  funds  have  been 
allotted  for  tliis  purpose. 

(2)  SCS  has  informed  sponsors  of  the 
land  rights  needed  for  an  entire  site, 
and  sponsors  have  determined  whether 
the  acquisitions  will  involve  displace¬ 
ment  of  persons,  businesses,  or  farm 
operations  as  provided  by  Part  652  of 
this  chapter. 

(3)  Apparent  ownerships  of  the  land 
rights  to  be  acquired  have  been  deter¬ 
mined. 

(4)  SCS  has  determined,  or  is  satis¬ 
fied,  that  the  site  is  adequate  for  the 
proposed  development,  and  that  the  ac¬ 
quiring  agency’s  financial  arrangements 
are  adequate  and  soimd. 

(5)  An  agreement  for  the  operation 
and  maintenance  of  the  site  has  been 
entered  into  or  will  be  executed  concur¬ 
rently  with  the  execution  of  the  land 
rights  agreement. 

§  631.32  Dotormining  amount  of  fed¬ 
eral  eosi  sharing  assistance. 

The  SCS  cost-sharing  percentage 
specified  in  the  land  rights  agreement 
shall  be  applied  to  the  price  of  each  au¬ 
thorized  land  right  as  follows: 

(a)  For  negotiated  land  rights  the 
cost  of  which  is  covered  by  the  monetary 
consideration  recited  in  the  land  rights 
instrument,  the  SCS  share  will  be  com¬ 
puted  on  the  price  paid  by  the  acquiring 
agency  or  the  fair  market  value  jointly 
determined  by  the  acquiring  agency  and 
SCS,  whichever  is  the  lesser  amount. 

(b)  For  land  rights  acquired  by  con¬ 
demnation,  the  SCS  share  will  be  com¬ 
puted  on  the  amovmt  of  damages  award¬ 
ed  by  the  court.  However,  if  SCS  con¬ 
siders  the  court  award  excessive  and 
the  acquiring  agency  does  not  choose  or 
fails  to  exercise  any  appeals  available  to 
it  which  are  considered  necessary  by 
SCS,  the  cost  sharing  will  be  based  on 
the  fair  market  value  jointly  determined 
by  the  acquiring  agency  and  SCS. 

(c)  For  land  rights  the  cost  of  which 
is  covered  by  a  project  agreement,  or  its 
equivalent,  the  SCS  share  will  be  com¬ 
puted  on  the  actual  cost  inciu'red  under 
the  project  agreement,  or  its  equivalent, 
for  accomplishing  the  work. 

§  6.31.33  Detrrmining  fair  market  value. 

(a)  Fair  market  values  for  the  land 
rights  discussed  in  §  651.32(a)  and  (b) 
will  be  established  on  the  basis  of  ap¬ 
praisals  as  provided  by  §  21.1003  of  this 
title. 

(b)  The  SCS  state  conservationist  and 
the  acquiring  agency  must  agree  on  the 
fair  market  value  for  each  such  land 
right.  The  state  conservationist  will  not 
agree  to  a  fair  market  value  in  excess  of 


the  accepted  appraisal  unless  the.  higher 
price  is  justified. 

§  651.34  Joint  appraisals. 

If  agreed  to  by  the  acquiring  agency 
and  the  SCS  state  conservationist,  joint 
appraisals  may  be  used  to  satisfy  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  §  651.33.  The  cost  of  joint 
appraisals  must  be  mutually  agreed  to  by 
the  acquiring  agency  and  SCS,  but  the 
federal  share  may  not  exceed  50  percent 
of  the  appraisal  cost, 

§651.33  Evidence  of  titU*. 

(a)  The  acquiring  agency  must  obtain 
evidence  of  title  for  all  land  rights  for 
which  federal  cost-sharing  assistance  is 
involved.  A  title  opinion  by  a  qualified 
lawyer,  a  certificate  of  title  by  a  title 
company,  or  a  title  Insurance  p<rficy  by 
an  insurance  company  in  a  form  satis¬ 
factory  to  SCS  is  acceptable  evidence  of 
title.  The  title  evidence  must  show  all 
encmnbrances,  defects,  and  any  other 
factors  which  may  impair  or  adversely 
affect  the  title. 

(b)  Before  title  to  land  rights  is  con¬ 
veyed  to  the  acquiring  agency,  the  title 
evidence  obtained  by  the  acquiring 
agency  must  be  submitted  to  SCS  who 
will  arrange  for  a  legal  review  of  the  evi¬ 
dence.  After  the  title  evidence  has  been 
approved,  the  acquiring  agency  may  pro¬ 
ceed  with  the  land  rights  acquisition. 
After  the  acquiring  agency  has  made  the 
land  rights  acquisitions,  title  evidence 
showing  that  a  marketable  title  is  vested 
in  the  acquiring  agency  mxist  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  SCS  who  will  arrange  for  a 
final  legal  review.  Federal  cost  sharing 
assistance  for  a  land  right  will  not  be 
provided  until  the  final  legal  approval 
has  been  obtained. 

§  631.36  Subordination  of  prior  rights. 

A  determination  not  to  subordinate  a 
prior  right  discussed  in  §  651.20(b)  must 
be  mutually  agreed  to  in  writing  by  the 
acquiring  agency  and  SC7S. 

Subpart  D — ^Water  Rights  and  Construction 
Permits 

§  65 1 .40  Water  rights. 

(a)  Project  sponsors  must  acquire 
without  cost  to  SCS,  or  provide  assurance 
that  landowners  or  water  tisers  have  ac¬ 
quired,  such  water  rights,  pursuant  to 
state  law,  as  may  be  needed  in  the  instal¬ 
lation  and  operation  of  project  works  of 
improvement.  This  requirement  must  be 
met  and  certified  to  SCS  in  writing  prior 
to  the  furnishing  by  SCS  of  federal  fi¬ 
nancial  assistance  for  the  installation  of 
a  work  of  improvement. 

(b)  SCS  will  furnish  sponsors  with 
any  information  SCS  has  prepared  for 
its  own  use  covering  local  laws,  pro¬ 
cedures,  and  regulations  governing  the 
use  of  water  and  water  rights. 

§  631.41  Consirurlion  permits. 

(a)  Project  sponsors  must  acquire 
without  cost  to  SCS  such  constmetion 
permits,  pursuant  to  state  or  local  law, 
as  may  be  needed  In  the  installation, 
operation,  and  maintenance  of  project 
works  of  improvement.  This  requirement 
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must  be  met  and  certified  to  SCS  in  writ¬ 
ing  prior  to  the  furnishing  by  SCS  of 
federal  financial  assistance  for  the  hi- 
installation  of  a  work  of  improvement. 

(b)  SCS  will  furnish  sponsors  with 
any  information  SCS  has  prepared  for 
its  own  use  covering  local  laws,  pro- 
cediires,  and  regulations  governing  ap¬ 
plication  for  construction  permits. 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 


within  6  miles  ecM;h  side  of  the  Morgantown, 
West  Virginia  VORTAC  245*  radial  extending 
from  the  8il  mile  radius  area  to  7.5  miles 
southwest  of  the  VOBTAC. 


(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1068,  T2  Stat.  749  (40  UB.C.  1348)  and  sec. 
6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transportation 
Act  (40nB.C.  1655(c)) 


Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  July  31, 
1974. 


Robert  H.  Stanton, 
Director,  Eastern  Region. 


(PR  Doc.74-18744  PUed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


VORTAC:  within  9.5  miles  northeast  and 
4.5  miles  southwest  of  the  Lancaster  VOR 
TAG  128*  radial,  extending  from  the 
VORTAC  to  18.6  mUes  southeast  oi  the 
VORTAC;  and  within  3.6  miles  each  side  of 
the  Lancaster  Airport  ILS  southwest  local¬ 
izer  co\irse,  extending  from  the  7.5-mUe 
radius  area  to  10.5  miles  southwest  of  the 
OM. 

(Section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  72  Stat.  749  (49  U.S.C.  1348)  and  sec. 
6(c)  Of  the  Department  of  Transportation 
Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  July  31, 
1974. 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-EA-591 

TRANSITION  AREA 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Is  considering  amending  S  71.181  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  regulations 
so  as  to  alter  the  Fairmont,  W.  Va., 
Transition  Area  (39  FR  440) . 

A  new  VOR  and  NDB  Instrument  ap¬ 
proach  procedure  Is  in  development  to 
servo  Fairmont,  W.  Va.  Airport.  Pro¬ 
vision  of  controlled  airspace  for  arrival 
and  departure  procedures  at  Fairmont 
Airport  will  require  the  designation  of  a 
700-foot  fioor  transition  area. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  Eastern  Re¬ 
gion,  Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Department  of  Transportation.  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  John  F.  Kennedy  International  Air¬ 
port,  Jamaica,  New  York  11430.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  on  or  before  8^ 
tember  16. 1974,  will  be  considered  before 
action  is  taken  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  No  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangements  may  be  made 
for  informal  conferences  with  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  ofiQclals  by  con¬ 
tacting  the  Chief,  Airspace  and  Proce¬ 
dures  Branch,  Eastern  Region. 

Any  data  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
In  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  parties  at  the 
Office  of  Regional  Counsel,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Federal  Building, 
John  F.  Kennedy  International  Airport, 
Jamaica,  New  York. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
having  completed  a  review  of  the  air¬ 
space  requirements  for  the  terminal  area 
of  Fairmont,  West  Virginia,  proposes  the 
airspace  action  hereinafter  set  forth: 

1.  Amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71,  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  by  adding  the  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.  700-foot  fioor  transition 
area  as  follows: 

Fairmont,  West  Virginia 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  7(X> 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8.6  mile  ra¬ 
dius  of  the  center,  89*9e'60"  N..  80*10'0(r  W. 
of  Fairmont  Airport,  Fairmont,  W.  Va.  and 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-EA-611 
TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  S  71.181  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  regulations 
so  as  to  alter  the  Lancaster,  Pa.,  Transi¬ 
tion  Area  (39  FR  525) . 

Alteration  of  the  Lancaster,  Pa.,  tran¬ 
sition  area  to  provide  additional  con¬ 
trolled  airspace  for  the  revised  VOR 
Rwy  31  Instrument  approach  procedure 
for  Lancaster  Airport  will  be  required. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  desire. 
Commimlcatlons  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  EJastem  Region, 
Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  De¬ 
partment  at  Transportation,  Federal 
Aviation  Adminlstl-ation,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  John  F.  Kennedy  International  Air¬ 
port,  Jamaica,  New  York  11430.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember  16,  1974,  will  be  considered  before 
action  is  taken  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  No  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangements  may  be  made  for 
Informal  conferences  with  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  officials  by  contact¬ 
ing  the  Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures 
Branch,  Eastern  Region. 

Any  data  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record 
for  consideration.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  wlU  be  available  for 
examination  by  Interested  parties  at  the 
Office  of  Regional  Counsel,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Federal  Building, 
John  F.  Kennedy  International  Airport, 
Jamaica,  New  York. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
having  completed  a  review  of  the  air¬ 
space  requirements  for  the  terminal  area 
of  Lancaster,  Pennsylvania,  proposes  the 
airspace  action  hereinafter  set  forth: 

1.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  delet¬ 
ing  the  description  of  the  Lancaster.  Pa. 
Transition  Area  and  by  substituting  the 
following  in  Ueu  thereof : 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7.6-mlle 
radius  of  the  center  40*07'16"  N..  76*17'47'' 
W.  of  Lancaster  Airport,  Lancaster,  Pa.; 
within  8  miles  each  side  of  the  Lancaster 
VORTAC  260*  radial,  extending  from  the  7.6- 
mlle  radius  area  to  85  miles  west  of  the 


Robert  H.  Stanton, 
Director.  Eastern  Region. 
[PR  Doc.74-18742  Filed  8-14-74;8:45  am] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-EA-581 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  §  71.181  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so 
as  to  alter  the  Monticello,  N.Y.,  Tran¬ 
sition  Area  (39  FR  547) . 

A  new  instrument  approach  procedure 
to  Monticello  Airport  is  in  development. 
An  alteration  of  the  700-foot  fioor  transi¬ 
tion  area  will  be  required  to  provide  con¬ 
trolled  airspace  for  arrival  and  departure 
procedures  at  the  airport. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  Eastern  Re¬ 
gion,  Attn;  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Department  of  Transportation,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  John  F.  Kennedy  International  Air¬ 
port.  Jamaica,  New  York  11430.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember  16,  1974,  will  be  considered  be¬ 
fore  action  is  taken  on  the  pressed 
amendment.  No  hearing  is  contemplated 
at  this  time,  but  arrangements  may  be 
made  for  informal  conferences  with  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration  officials  by 
contacting  the  Chief,  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  Branch.  Eastern  Region. 

Any  data  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record 
for  consideration.  The  proposal  con- 
taine4  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  Interested  parties  at  the 
Office  of  Regional  Counsel,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Federal  Building, 
John  F.  Kennedy  International  Airport, 
Jamaica,  New  York. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
having  completed  a  review  of  the  air¬ 
space  requirements  for  the  terminal  area 
of  Monticello,  New  York,  proposes  the 
airspace  action  hereinafter  set  forth: 

1.  Amend  9  71.181  of  Part  71,  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  alter  the 
description  of  the  Monticello,  N.Y.  700- 
foot  fioor  transition  area  by  deleting, 
“northwest  of  the  LOM  (41*45'59"  N., 
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74®5r39"  W.).”  and  by  substituting 
therefore,  “northwest  of  the  OM 
(41*45'59"  N.,  74*51'39"  W.) ;  within  a 
5-mile  radius  of  the  center,  41*37'10'' 
N.,  74®42'10''  W.  of  Monticello  Airport, 
Monticello,  N.Y.  and  within  2-miles  each 
side  of  the  Huguenot,  N.Y.  VORTAC  338* 
radial  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
area  to  9  miles  north  of  the  VORTAC.”. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  72  Stet.  749  (49  U.S.C.  1348)  and  sec. 
6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transportation 
Act  (49  0A.C.  1656(c)) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  July  31, 
1974. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 
Director,  Eastern  Region. 
(FR  Doc.74-18743  Filed  8-14-74:8:46  am] 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

[49CFRPart  581] 

[Docket  73-19,  Notice  4] 

MOTOR  VEHICLE  DAMAGE  STANDARD 
Proposed  Amendment  to  Bumper  Standard 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  pro¬ 
pose  an  amendment  to  49  CFR  Part  581, 
the  proposed  front  and  rear  end  damage- 
ability  standard,  to  regulate  the  per¬ 
formance  of  pressure  vessels  used  iii  ex¬ 
terior  protection  systems.  By  notice  is¬ 
sued  today  an  Identical  provision  has 
been  added  to  Standard  No.  215,  Exte¬ 
rior  Protection  (49  CFR  571.215)  for  rea- 
i  f'ns  stated  therein. 

As  proposed.  Part  581  will  become  ef¬ 
fective  September  1,  1975,  at  which  time 
Standard  No.  215  will  be  merged  into  it. 
In  order  to  maintain  consistency  between 
Standard  No.  215  and  the  proposed 
bumper  standard,  it  is  proposed  that 
Part  581  be  amended  to  specify  the  same 
limitation  of  pressure  release  from  pres¬ 
sure  devices  as  that  prescribed  in  Stand¬ 
ard  No.  215.  Loss  of  gas  or  fluid  accom¬ 
panied  by  separation  of  fragments  from 
pressure  vessels  would  be  prohibited  as 
constituting  a  hazard  to  bystanders. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  that  the  proposed  new  49  C?PR 
Part  581,  Bumper  Standard,  (Docket  No. 
73-19,  Notice  3,  39  FR  25237,  July  9. 
1974)  be  amended  as  follows: 

1.  S5.1  would  be  amended  and  S5.2.9 
added  to  read: 

«  «  *  *  ♦ 

S5.1  Vehicles  manufactured  on  or 
after  September  1.  1975.  Each  vehicle 
manufactured  on  or  after  September  1, 
1975,  shall  meet  the  damage  criteria  of 
S5.2.1  through  S5.2.9  when  Impacted  by 
a  pendulum-type  test  device  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  procedures  of  S7.1  and 
S7.2  followed  by  impacts  into  a  flxed 
collision  barrier  that  is  perpendicular 
to  the  line  of  travel  of  the  vehicle,  while 
traveling  longitudinally  forward,  then 
longitudinally  rearward,  under  the  con¬ 
ditions  of  S6.,  at  the  following  impact 
.speeds; 

Longitudinal  pendulum  and  barrier  tests; 

5  mph. 

Comer  pendulum  tests;  3  mph. 

•  •  •  «  • 
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S5.2.9  A  pressure  vessel  used  to  ab¬ 
sorb  Impact  energy  in  an  exterior  pro¬ 
tection  system  by  the  accumulation  of 
gas  pressure  or  hydraulic  pressure  shall 
not  suffer  loss  of  gas  or  fluid  accom¬ 
panied  by  separation  of  fragments  from 
the  vessel. 

•  «  *  *  • 

Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  proposal.  Com¬ 
ments  should  refer  to  the  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  to:  Docket 
Section,  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration,  Room  5108,  400  Seventh 
Street,  S.W.  Washington,  D.C.  20590.  It 
is  requested  but  not  required  that  10 
copies  be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing 
date  indicated  below  wdll  be  considered, 
and  will  be  available  for  examination 
in  the  docket  at  the  above  address  both 
before  and  after  that  date.  To  the  ex¬ 
tent  possible,  comments  filed  after  the 
closing  date  will  also  be  considered. 
However,  the  rulemaking  action  may 
proceed  at  any  time  after  that  date,  and 
comments  received  after  the  closing  date 
and  too  late  for  consideration  in  regard 
to  the  action  will  be  treated  as  sugges¬ 
tions  for  future  rulemaking.  The  NHTSA 
will  continue  to  file  relevant  material  as 
it  becomes  available  in  the  docket  after 
the  closing  date,  and  it  is  recommended 
that  interested  persons  continue  to  ex¬ 
amine  the  docket  for  new  material. 

Comment  closing  date:  September  16, 

1974. 

Proposed  effective  date:  September  1, 

1975. 

(Sec.  102,  Pub.  L.  92-513,  86  Stat.  947  (16 
U.S.C.  1912);  delegations  of  authority  at  49 
CFR  1.51  and  501.8.) 

Issued  on  August  9,  1974. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 
[FR  Doc.74-18753  Filed  8-14-74;8;46  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[  40  CFR  Part  52  ] 

[FRL  260-1] 

KANSAS 

Approval  and  Disapproval  of  Compliance 
Schedules 

On  May  31,  1972  (37  FR  10842),  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
and  40  CFR  Part  51,  the  Administrator 
approved  portions  of  State  plans  for 
Implementation  of  the  national  ambient 
air  quality  standards.  During  January, 
February,  March,  and  April,  the  State 
of  Kansas  submitted  to  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  compliance 
schedules  to  be  ccoisidered  as  proposed 
revisions  to  the  approved  plans  pursuant 
to  40  CFR  51.6  40  CFR  51.8  requires  the 
Administrator  to  approve  or  disapprove 
compliance  schedules  submitted  by  the 
states.  Therefore,  the  Administrator  pro¬ 
poses  the  approval  and  disapproval  of 
the  compliance  schedules  listed  below. 


The  approvable  schedules  were  adopted 
by  the  States  and  submitted  to  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  after 
notice  and  public  hearings  in  accordance 
wdth  the  procedural  requirements  of  40 
CFR  51.4  and  51.6  and  the  substantive  re¬ 
quirements  of  40  CFR  51.15  pertaining 
to  compliance  schedules,  and  have  been 
reviewed  and  determined  to  be  consistent 
with  the  approved  control  strategies  of 
Kansas.  Each  approved  revision  estab¬ 
lishes  a  new  date  by  which  the  individual 
source  must  comply  with  the  applicable 
emission  limitation  In  the  Federally  ap¬ 
proved  State  Implementation  Plan.  This 
date  is  indicated  in  the  table  below,  im- 
der  the  heading  “Pinal  Compliance 
Date,”  In  all  cases,  the  schedules  include 
incremental  steps  toward  compliance 
with  the  applicable  emission  limitations. 
While  the  tables  below  do  not  include 
these  interim  dates,  the  actual  compli¬ 
ance  schedules  do. 

Disapproval  of  one  schedule,  Chanute 
Manufacturing  Company,  Inc.,  is  pro¬ 
posed  because  of  failure  to  comply  with 
the  substantative  requirements  relating 
to  public  hearings  in  CFR  51.4.  If  the 
State-Submitted  schedule  is  ultimately 
disapproved,  the  air  pollu^on  soui’ce  in¬ 
volved  would  continue  to  remain  subject 
to  the  immediately-effective  compliance 
dates  set  by  applicable  State  regulations 
in  the  Federally -approved  State  Imple¬ 
mentation  Plan. 

In  the  indication  of  proposed  appi’oval 
or  disapproval  of  Individual  compliance 
schedules,  the  individual  schedules  are 
include  by  reference  only.  In  addition, 
since  the  large  numbers  of  compliance 
schedules  preclude  setting  forth  detailed 
reasons  for  approval  or  disapproval  of 
individual  schedules  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister,  an  evaluation  report  has  been  pre¬ 
pared  for  each  individual  compliance 
schedule.  Copies  of  these  evaluation  re¬ 
ports  and  the  compliance  schedules  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  approved  or  disapproved  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1735 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Missouri 
64108. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  rule  making  by  submitting  written 
comments  in  triplicate  to  the  Region  VII 
Office  at  the  above  address.  All  com¬ 
ments  submitted  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  16,  1974  will  be  considered.  All  com¬ 
ments  received,  as  well  as  copies  of  the 
applicable  implementation  plans,  will  be 
available  for  Inspection  during  normal 
business  hours  at  the  Regional  Office. 
(42  U.S.C.  1857C-5) 

Dated:  June  11, 1974. 

Jerome  H.  Svare, 
Regional  Administrator. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  Part  52  of 
Chapter  I,  Title  40  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  as  follows: 

Subpart  R — Kansas 

1.  In  §  52.876,  the  table  in  subpara¬ 
graph  (c)  (1)  is  amended  and  a  new  (c) 
(2)  is  added  as  follows: 

§  52.876  Compliance  schedules. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(C)  *  •  • 
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29381 


Kansas 


Source  and  location 


Regulation  Date  EfTective  compliance 

involved  adopted  date  date 


•  •  • 

Deitz  HIU  Development  Co.,  Kansas  City;  Primary 

and  secondary  crusher . . . 

Owens-Coming  Flberglas  Corp.,  Kansas  City: 

J-6  forming  plan  “B” . 

J-5  glass  furnace . 

J-5  forming  plan  “B” . . 

K-3  forming  plan  “A”.i . 

K-3  forming  plan  “B” . 

K-4  forming  plan  “A” . 

K-4  forming  plan  “B” . . . 

#70  glass  furnace . 

#70  forming . 

#71  ghkss  furnace . . . 

#71  forming . 

#72  glass  furnace . •. 

#72  forming . 

I  glass  furnace . . 

I  oven  stack . . . 

II  glass  furnace . . . 

S-O  Metals  Imlustries,  Inc.,  Kansas  City:  Aluniinuni 

furnaces  1-7 . . . 

Colt  Indusliic'-',  Kansas  City:  Cupolas  $1  and  $2 _ 

U.S.  Industrial  Chemicals  Co.,  Uesolo:  .\cid  plant  . 

Certain-Teed  I’roducts  Corp.,  Kansas  City: 

K-2  furnace  plan  “A" . . . . . 

K-2  furnace  plan  “H” . . . . . . . . 

K-8  lurnace  plan  “A” . . 

K-8  furnace  plan  “B” . . . . 

K-2  forming  plan  “A”  .  .  .  . . 

K  2  forming  plan  “B” .  .  . . 

K-1  forming  area  plan  “A”.-  .  . 

K  1  forming  area  plan  “B”...  . . 

K~8  ctiring  section . .  . 

Cooperative  Farm  Chemicals  Association,  l.awrence: 

No.  2  ammonium  nitrate  neiilralirer  and  prilling 
tower. 

•No.  1  ammonium  tiitrate  evaporator  and  prilling 
tower. 

Ismert-llincke  Milling  Co.,  Topeka: 

Hammer  mill  suction  filter.  ,  .  . . 

Wheat  unloading  pits  suction.  .  .. 

Kaw  Dehydrating  Co.,  Rossville:  Alfalfa  dehydrator 

Lincoln  drain,  Inc.,  Atchison:  tirain  cleaners  . 

Mid-American  Dairymen,  Inc.,  Sahetha:  Spray  dyrers  . 
Midwest  Solvents,  Inc.,  Atchison: 

(iluten  dryers . . . . . 

Starch  dryers . . . . . . 

Animal  feed  production. . . t - 

N.  R.  Hamm  Quarry,  Perry: 

Cnisher#2.V  1 . 

Crnsher#25  2  . .  . . . 

Rodney  Milting  Co.,  Topeka: 

Wheat  cleaning  suction  filter  “.\"  . . .  . 

Whear  cleaning  suction  filler  “B” . 

Wheal  cleaning  suction  tiller  “C" . . . 

Wheat  cleaning  suction  filter  “D” . 

Jlilo  mill  suction . . . 

“A”  and  “B”  house  gallery  sntclion  system . 

“A”  and  “B"  house  tunnel  suction  system . 

“C”  house  gallery  and  tunnel  suction  system . 

Thompson  Dehydrating.  Bellevue:  .Mfalfa  dehydrator.. 
Killough-Clark,  Inc..  Ottawa; 

Primary  impact  or  crashers  (2) .  .  . 

Secondiay  hammer  mill  (21. .  . 

Tertiary  screening  plant  (D-.  ...  . 

Ransom  Memorial  Hospital:  Incinerator . . 

Uiilf  and  Western  Industries,  Paola:  Taylor  forge  divi¬ 
sion. 

Elwood  USD  #l8ii.  Elwood:  Incinerator .  .  . 

St.  Peter  and  Paul  High  .School.  Seneca:  Open  hurtling. 
Nemaha  Valley  Schools — USD  #112:  lucincralprs  (2) 

Duckwall  Slore,s.  Inc.,  Manhattan:  Alco  store  #4.8 . 

Bayer  Construction  Co.:  Rock  crushing  plant . 

C.  K.  Processing  Co.,  Inc,:  Alfalfa  Dehydrator .  . 

C.  K.  Processing  Co.,  Inc.,  Salina:  Alfalfa  dehydrator,. 
Clay  Center  Dehydrating  Co.,  Clay  Center:  .Mfalfa 
dehydrator. 

Gibson  Products  Co..  .lunction  City:  Incinerator 
Longford  Mill  Products,  ftic.,  Clay  Center;  Alfalfa 
dehydrator. 

McPherson  County  Highway  De|>arlment,  McPherson: 
Hot  mix  as|)halt  plant. 

North  Central  Foundry,  Inc.,  Enterprise;  Gray  Iron 
foimdry  cuiwla. 

Solomon  Electric  Supply,  Inc.,  Solomon:  Oi>en  burning. 
Wyatt  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  Salina;  Gray  iron 
Cupola. 

R-K  Shopiter,  Inc.,  Mankato;  Incinerator . 

Kansas  Refined  Helium  Co..  Otis;  Safety  flare . 

Royal  Brand  Roofing,  Phillipsburg:  Roofing  machine  . 
Acme  Foundry  and  Machine  Co.,  Coireyvillc:  Cuitola 
furntice. 

Allen  County  Highway  Department,  lola:  Primary 
crusher  and  secondary  crusher  and  screening. 

Central  Non-Ferrous,  Inc.,  Fort  Scott: 

Sweater  furnaces  (2) . 

Chlorination  processes  (2). . . . 

Walker  Products  Co.,  Inc.,  Lincoln:  .Mfalfa  dehydrator. 


28-19-20 

Dec.  14,1973  Immediately.. 

.  Apr.  1,1975 

28-10-20 

Apr.  19,1974  .... 

.do . . 

.  July  31, 1975 

28-19-20 

Dec.  14,1973  .... 

,.do . 

.  July  1, 1974 

28-19-50 

28-19-20 

Apr.  19,1974  .... 

..do . 

.  July  31, 1975 

28-19-20 

Dec.  14,1973  .... 

..do . 

.  Feb.  1,1974 

28-19-20 

Apr.  19,1974  .... 

..do . 

.  July  31,1975 

28-19-20 

Dec.  14,1973  .... 

..do . 

.  Feb.  1, 1974 

28-19-20 

Apr.  19,1974  .... 

..do . 

.  July  31. 1975 

28-19-20 

. do . . 

..do . 

.  Oct.  31,1974 

28-19-50 

28-19-20 

Dec.  14,1973  .... 

.-do . 

.  .Inly  1,1975 

28-19-20 

. do . . 

..do . 

.  Apr.  1, 1975 

28-19-20 

. do . 

..do . . 

Do. 

28-l!U20 

. do . . 

..do . 

.  June  1, 1975 

28-19-20 

. do . . 

..do . 

Do. 

28-19-20 

. do . 

..do . 

.  July  31, 1974 

28-19-20 

Apr.  19,1974  ... 

..do . 

.  Sept.  30. 1975 

28-19-20 

Dec.  14, 1973  ... 

..do . 

.  Mar.  1,1975 

28-19-20 

. do . 

-.do . 

.  Feb.  28,1974 

28-19-50 

28-19-20 

May  9,1974  .... 

..do . 

.  Sept.  15,1974 

28-19-50 

28-19-50 

Dec.  14,1973  ... 

..do . 

Do. 

28-19-20 

_ do . . 

--do . 

.  June  1,1974 

28-19-20 

. do . . 

..do . 

.  Dec.  31,1974 

28-19-20 

_ do . 

..do . 

-  June  1,1971 

28-19-50 

28-19-20 

. do . 

--do . 

.  Doc.  31,1974 

28-lt»-.')0 

28  19-20 

_ do . 

--do . . 

Do. 

28  19-20 

. do_ . 

..do . 

.  June  3.1974 

28  19  20 

. do. . 

..do . 

. .  June  1,1971 

28  19  20 

. do . 

-.do . 

Dec.  31,1974 

28  19  20 

..do... . 

28  19  20 

. do  . . 

..do. . . 

Do. 

28-19-50 

28  19  20 

. do . 

.-do - 

Do. 

28-19-50 

28  19  .50 

_ do . 

..do . 

Do. 

28-19-50 

_  do. . 

...do . 

Do. 

28  19  20 

_ do . 

..do . 

. .  June  1,1974 

28  -19  20 

do . . 

...do . 

..  Apr.  1,1974 

•28  19-20 

Apr.  19,1974  ... 

--do . 

..  Dec.  31,1974 

28-19-20 

Dec.  14,1973  ... 

...do _ 

..  June  30,1974 

•28  19  '20 

. do.. . 

. .  -do  . 

Do. 

•28  19-20 

_ do . . 

...do . 

..  Feb.  1,1974 

•28  19  ^20 

. do  . . . 

. .  do . 

..  .Apr,  1,1974 

•28  19  ^20 

_ do . 

.-do . 

..  Oct.  1,1974 

28  1!)  .50 

. do . . 

...do . 

..  June  30,1974 

28-19  .5t) 

. do . . 

...do  _ _ 

.  .Aug.  31,1974 

•28-19  .50 

_ do . 

...do  . 

..  Oct.  31,1974 

28-19-,50 

. do . 

-.-do . 

..  Dec.  31,1974 

28-19-50 

. do . 

...do . 

..  Fet).  28,1975 

28-19-.50 

. do . 

...do . 

Do. 

‘28-19-.50 

. do . 

...do . 

..  June  30,1975 

28-19-50 

. do . 

...do . 

..  July  30,1975 

28-19-20 

Dec.  14,1974  .. 

...do . 

..  Oct.  1,1974 

28-19--20 

Jan.  18, 1974  . 

...do . . 

.  July  1,1971 

•28-19--20 

. do . 

...do . 

Do. 

•28-19--20 

. do . 

do..  .  . 

Do. 

•28-19-40 

_ do  . 

...do. . 

.  .  Oct.  1, 1974 

•28-19-.50 

Apr.  19.  Itl74  . 

.  -do.  . 

.  June  1,1974 

28-19-.50C 

1  Feb.  8,1974  .. 

_ do 

Jan.  1. 1975 

•28-19-.50D 

•28-1IM5 

do  ...  .  . 

.  do 

Julv  31.1975 

•28-19-40( 

; . do . 

_ do 

Jan.  1,1975 

•28  ItMOD 

28-19-40 

Dec.  11,1973  .. 

_ do..  . 

July  1,1971 

•28-19--20 

_ lIo . . 

...  do  .... 

Feb.  l,197t 

•28-19-^20 

. do. . 

_ do . 

Julv  1,1971 

•28-Bt-20 

. do . 

Do. 

28-l'.t-20 

...  .do.. . 

_ do _ 

Oct.  30,1974 

•28-19  to 

. do.  .. 

_ do _ 

Julv  l.l97t 

28-19-  20 

..  .do .  ... 

...do . 

--  Nov.  1.5,1974 

28  19-20 

. do _ 

..  -do _ 

June  1,1974 

‘28-19-.50 

•28-19-20 

..  -.do. . 

...do . 

-  Apr.  1,1974 

28-l<M.5 

. do . . 

...  -do _ 

Ft'It.  1,11*74 

•28-19-20 

. do . 

...do.. 

.\la.\  30. 1974 

•28-19-40C  Feb.  8,1971 

..-.do 

Sejtl.  1,1974 

28-19  lOD 

•28-19-4.5 

Dec.  14, 1973  . 

....do . 

.  Mar.  1.1974 

28-l9-.5f, 

. do .  . . 

....do . 

-  -Mar.  1, 1975 

28-l'.*-20 

. do _ 

....do . 

Sept.  21,1974 

28-19-20 

. do . 

_ do. . 

...  Apr.  1,1971 

28-19  20 

. do _ 

_ do.... 

Dec.  1,1974 

28-19- 20 

. do . 

_ do _ 

Do. 

•28-19-20 

..  ..<lo . 

.  -do _ 

July  1,1'.I75 
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PROPOSED  RULES 


Kansas 


Source  and  location 


KeKulation 

Involved 


Date 

adopted 


Final 

Xffeedva  eomplianee 

date  date 


CuUor  Limestone  Co.,  Inc.,  Lincoln: 

Primary  crushers  (2).. . . . 

Secondary  crushers  (2) . . . 

Tertiary  crushers  (2) . . . 

Fines  mills  (2) . . . . 

General  Portland,  Inc.,  Fredonia: 

Rock  crushing . . . 

Clinker  buriiinK  kilns . 

Gulf  Oil  Chemicals  Co.,  Pittsburg: 

#11  and  12  Dupond  nitric  acid  units . . 

Coal  hunting  facilities . 

#17, 18,  and  It*  anunoniuiu  nitrate . . 

Neutralizers . . . 

Jencast  Products,  Coffeyville:  Cupola  furnace . 

Kansiis  City  Power  and  Light,  LaCygne: 

Main  boiler . . . 

Startmp  boilers . . . 

Goal  transfer  hotLses . 

Laltette  Cotinty  Highway  Department,  Oswego:  Sec¬ 
ondary’  crushing  and  .st-reening. 

Longton  Dehydrating  and  Milling  Co.,  Long! on;  Alfalfa 
dehydrator. 

Midwest  Minerals,  Inc.,  Girard: 

I’lant  #1  (primary  crusher,  secondary  cnisher,  terti¬ 
ary  cnisher,  recntsher,  and  lines  mill). 

I’lant  #2  (primary  cnisher,  secondary  crusher,  re- 
crusher,  and  fines  mill). 

I’lant  #3  (primary  crusher,  secondtu'y  crusher,  ter¬ 
tiary  cnisher,  cnisher,  and  fines  milli. 

National  Alfalfa  Dehydrating  and  Milling  Co.,  Fredonia: 

Alfalfa  dehydrator.. . 

Neosho  County  Highway  Department,  Erie: 

Primary  crusher . . . 

Secondary  cnisher  and  screening . 

Pittsburg  and  Midway  Coal  Mining  Co.,  Ilallowell: 

Coal  fired  Itoilers . . . . 

Sherwin-Williams  Co.,  Coffeyville:  Black  ash  kiln _ 

Western  Alfalfa  Corp.,  Neosho;  Alfalfa  dehydrator . 

U.S.  Steel- Universal  Atlas  Cement,  Indcitendeuce: 

Clinker  kilns  (4) . 

RiX'k  dryers  (3) . 

Mcrc^’  Hospital,  Fori  Scott:  Incinerator . 

Mr.  Z,s  IG.\,  Emjioria:  Incinerator . 

Self  Swvioe  Super  Markets,  Chanute:  Incinerator . 

Sherwiu-W'illianis  Co.,  Coffeyville:  ZnSO*  spray  dryer.. 
Benedict  Rock  and  Lime  Co.,  Benedict: 

Primary  crusher . 

Secondary  cnisher  and  screening . 

Coffeyville  Memorial  Hospital,  Coffeyville:  Incinerator. 

Foodtown  Store,  Chanute:  Incinerator . 

Food  Store,  Coffeyville;  Incinerator . 

McAdam  Constniction  Co.,  Garnett: 

Primary  crusher. . 

Secondary  cnisher  and  sereeriiiig . 

Mc.\dam  Constniction  Co.,  Mound  .City; 

Primary  cnisher . . . 

Secondary  cnisher  and  screening . . 

Pence  Food  (N'liter,  Chanute:  Incinerator . . 

Pence  Food  Center,  Humboldt:  Incinerator . . 

Unified  School  District  #445,  Coffeyville: 

Garfield  incinerator _ . 

Longfellow  incinerator . 

Edgewood  incinerator . 

Town  and  Country  Supermarket  (Williow  Corp.), 

Columlrtis:  Incinerator . . 

W’alton  Foundry,  Inc.,  lola:  Cupola . 

Duckwall  Stores,  Inc.,  Newton:  Alco  discount  store . . 

Bert  and  Wetta  Sales,  Inc.,  Maize:  Alfalfa  dchyilrating.. 
Cargill,  Inc.,  Wichita; 

Bean  dryer . 

Rail  car  unloading  fat'ility . 

Cities  Service  Oil  Co.,  Hutchinson:  IJydrtH'arboti  storage 

wells . . . . . . . 

Colman  Alfalfa  .Milling  Co.,  Haven:  Alfalfa  Dehydrating 
plant . 

George  M.  Myers,  Inc.,  El  Dorado;  Portable  rock  crush¬ 
ing  units . — . 

International  .Multi  Foods,  Hutchinson;  Hammer  mill¬ 
ing  process  . . 

New  Era  Milling  Co.,  Arkan.sas  City:  Grain  .‘-crecning 

seiwator . 

Runny  Kansas  Flour  Mills,  Wichita; 

Truck  unloading  pits . 

Rail  car  unloading  facility . 

Basement  conveying  systeni . 

Gallery  conveying  systeni . . . . . 

Western  Alfalfa  Corp.,  Belle  Plaine:  Alfalfa  deity  (hating 

plant . . 

Western  Alfalfa  Corp.,  DougIa.ss:  Alfalfa  dehydrating 

plant . . . 

Western  Alfalfa  Corp.,  Marion:  Alfalfa  deliydratiug 

plant . . . . 

Western  Alfalfa  Corp.,  Mount  Hope;  .\Ifalfa  deliyilrating 

plant . . . . 

Western  Alfalfa  Corp.,  Oxford:  Alfalfa  dehydrating 

plant . 

Weste.rn  Grain,  Ine.,  Wichita; 

Elevator  dust  collection  system  (receiving  pit, 
north  gallery  upper  belt,  soutli  gallery  upiter  belt, 
north  gallery  lower  belt,  south  gallery  lower  belt). 
Far-Mar-Co.,  luc.,  Wiehita; 

Elevator  A —  Rail  car  unloading _ _ 

Fllcvator  B—  Hail  car  unloading. . 

Elevator  A— Basement  conveyor . 

Elevator  Head  house  legs . 


28-19-20 

Apr.  1, 1974 

28-19-20 

Do.' 

28-19-20 

Do. 

28-114-20 

T)o 

28-19-20 

Apr.  19, 1974  _ 

-do.. . . 

July  15,1974 

28-19-20 

. do . . 

.do... . 

Aug.  1, 1974 

28-19-50 

Dec.  14, 1973  _ 

-do-.i . 

Jan.  1, 1976 

28-19-31 

. do . . . 

.do . 

Apr.  1, 1975 

28-19-20 

. do . 

-do . 

Mar.  1, 1975 

28-19-.50 

. do . . 

.do . 

28-19-20 

. do . . 

-do . 

July  31,1975 

28-19-31 B 

. do . 

-do-.i . 

May  1, 1975 

28-19-50 

Mav  1, 1974 

28-19-^ 

. do . . 

.do . 

Do.' 

28-19-20 

. do . . 

-do... . 

Oct.  15,1974 

28-19-20 

. do . 

.do..^ . 

Jply  1, 1975 

28-19-20 

. do . 

-do-.i . 

July  1,1974 

28-19-20 

. do . 

-do . 

Do. 

28-19-20 

. do . 

-do.i.-.'r-. 

Do. 

28-19-20  . do . do . July  31,1975 


28-19-30 

May  9. 1974 

. do . 

.....do.  ..... 

July  2, 1975 
Do. 

28-19-20 

28-19-31 

Dec.  14,1973 

May  31,1975 

28-19-50 

Apr.  19,1974 

July  1, 1974 
Aug.  1, 1974 

28-19-20 

Dec.  14,1973 

Feb.  8, 1974 
. do . 

28-19-20 

_ do.  _ 

May  31,1974 

28-19-20 

.....do.  ...... 

28-19-40 

. do _ .... 

July  81,1975 
Jan.  1,1975 
July  1, 1974 
Apr.  15,1974 

July  1, 1974 

29-19-40 

28-19-40 

. do . 

.....do..  ..... 

28-19-50 

. do . . 

...do. . . 

28-19-20 

Jan.  18.1074 
.do. . . 

28-19-20 

28-19-40 

_ _ do _ _ _ 

_ do.  _ 

May  1, 1974 

28-19-40 

28-19-40 

. do . 

Mar.  i;  1974 
Do. 

28-19-20 

. do . . 

July  15,  1974 
Do. 

28-19-20 

28-18-20 

28-19-20 

. do . 

Do. 

28-19-40 

. do . 

Dec.  31,  1974 

28-19-40 

. do . 

Do. 

28-19-40 

. do . 

Sept.  1,  1974 
Do. 

28-19-40 

28-19-40 

. do . 

- do . 

Do. 

28-19-40 

Aiw.  19,1974 
Feb.  8, 1974 
Dec.  14,1973 

May  15,  1974 

28-19-20 

July  31,  1974 
July  1,  1974 

28-19-40 

28-19-41  , 

28-19-20  ■ 

. do . 

do _ 

. Nov.  1.  1974 

28-19-20 

. do . 

.do... 

. June  1, 1975 

28-19-20 

. do . 

.do... 

. Dec.  1,  1974 

28-19-47C 

. do . 

-do... 

. June  1,  1974 

28-19-20 

. do . 

do... 

. July  1.  1974 

28-19-50 

28-19  20 

. do . 

-do.- 

. May  1,1974 

28-19-20 

. do . 

-do- 

. July  15. 1974 

28-19-20 

Aiw.  19,1974  _ 

.do- 

. July  1,1974 

28  19-20 

Dec.  14. 1973  . — 

.do.. 

. June  1. 1975 

28-19-20 

. do . 

-do.- 

. Apr.  1,1975 

28-19-20 

. do.. . . 

.do.. 

28-19-20 

. May  1,1974 

28-10-20 

. do . 

-do.. 

28-19  20 

. do . 

-do.. 

.  Do. 

28  19  20 

. do . 

-do— 

. July  31. 1976 

28-19-20 

. do . 

-do— 

.  Do. 

28-19-20 

. do . 

.do- 

. Aug.  1,1974 

28  19  20 

. do . 

.do_. 

. Sept.  30, 1974 

28-19-20 

. do- 

. do . 

..  June  15.1974 

28-19-20 

_ do. 

. . -do— . 

Do. 

28-lt)-20 

. do. 

. do . 

.. .  Do. 

28-19-20 

. do. 

. do. . 

Do. 
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Kansas 


Final 

Source  and  location  Regulation  Data  BflectlTa  eompUanot 

involved  adopted  data  data 


Elevator  B— Head  house  legs . 

Elevator  B— Basement  conveyor . 

Elevator  C— Basement  conveyor.  . . . 

Elevator  D— Basement  conveyor.  . . 

Elevator  C  and  D— Head  house  legs . 

Sam  P.  Wallingford,  Inc.,  Wichita: 

Grain  cleaner . 

Elevator  receiving  pits . 

Southwest  elevator  conveying  system . 

West  elevator  conveying  system.  . . 

North  elevator  conveying  system . 

East  elevator  conveying  system . 

Collins  Grocery,  Hutchinson:  Incinerator . . 

Newton  Presbyterian  Manor,  Newton:  Incinerator . 

Salem  Hospital,  Inc.,  Hillsboro:  Incinerator. . . 

Walt  Keeler  Co.,  Inc.,  Florence: 

Secondary  rock  crusher . . 

Fines  mill . . . 

Alamo  Chemical  Co.,  Richfield:  Flare . 

Amoco  Production  Co.,  Kinsler:  Flare . . 

Amoco  Production  Co.,  Ulysses:  Flare . 

Bert  and  Wetta  Sales,  Inc.,  Lamed:  Alfalfa  dehydrating. 
Bert  and  Wetta  Sales,  Inc.,  Rozel:  Alfalfa  dehydrating.. 
Buffalo  Industry,  Inc.,  Garden  City:  Gray  iron  Cupola. 
Cities  Service  Oil  Co.,  Satanta;  Evaporation  lagoons — 
Cities  Service  Oil  Co.,  Scott  City:  Evaporation  lagoons. 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.,  Lakin:  Flare . 

Mesa  Petroleum  Co.,  Ulysses:  Flare  pit . 

Mesa  Petroleum  Co.:  Flare . <•-. 

Gold  Bond  Building  Products,  Medicine  Lodge: 

Calcining  kettles  (3) . 

Raymond  mills  (3) . 

Block  grinders  (2)., . 

Board  end  trimming . 

Rotary  calciners  (2) . 

O.K.  Cooperative  Grain  Co.,  Kiowa:  Hay  and  barley 
milling. 

Western  Alfalfa  Corp.,  Deerfield:  Alfalfa  dehydrating 
plant. 

Western  Alfalfa  Corp.,  Garden  City:  Alfalfa  dehydrating 
plant.  .  ,  . 

■Western  Alfalfa  Corp.,  Holcomb:  Alfalfa  dehydrating 
plant. 

Western  Alfalfa  Corp.,  Lamed:  Alfalfa  dehydrating 
plant. 

Western  Alfalfa  Corp.,  Lowe:  Alfalfa  dehydrating  plant. 
Western  Alfalfa  Corp.,  Peterson:  Alfalfa  dehydrating 
plant. 

Western  Alfalfa  Corp.,  Tice:  Alfalfa  dehydrating  plant.. 


28  19-20 

. do . 

,.,do . 

Do. 

28-19-20 

. do . 

...do _ _ 

Do. 

28-19-20 

• _ do . 

...do.. . 

Do. 

28-19-20 

. do . 

...do . 

Do. 

28-19-20 

. do . 

...do . 

Do. 

28-19-20 

28-19-20 

. do . 

...do . 

July  1, 1975 

28-19-20 

. do . 

...do . 

June  30, 1974 

28-19-20 

. do . 

...do . 

Do. 

28-19-20 

. do . 

...do . 

Do. 

28-19-20 

. do . 

...do . 

Do. 

28-19-40 

Jan.  18. 1974  . 

---do . 

June  1, 1974 

28-19-41 

28-19-40 

. do . 

...do . 

July  1,1974 

28-19-41 

28-19-40 

. do . 

...do . 

Jan.  1, 1975 

28-19  41 

2819-20 

. do . 

..-do . 

July  1, 1974 

28-19-20 

. do . 

...do . 

Do. 

28-19-45 

Dec.  14, 1973  . 

...do . 

June  30,1975 

28-19-45 

. do . 

...do . 

June  1, 1974 

28-19-48 

. do . 

...do . 

Do. 

28-19-20 

. do . 

...do . 

Mav  31,1975 

28-19-20 

. do . 

_ do . 

Do. 

28-19-20 

. do . 

_ do . 

Feb.  1, 1975 

28-19-45 

. do . 

_ do . 

June  1, 1974 

28-19-45 

. do . 

_ do . 

Do 

28-19-4.5 

. do . 

_ do . 

Sep.  15,1974 

28-19-45 

. do . 

_ do . 

June  1, 1974 

29-19-45 

. do . 

- do . 

Do. 

28-19-20 

. do . 

_ do . 

July  1, 1974 

28-19-20 

. do . 

_ do . 

Oct.  1, 1974 

28-19-.50 

. do . 

_ do . 

.  Apr.  1,1975 

28-19-50 

. do . 

_ do . 

Do. 

28-19-20 

. do . 

_ do . 

.  June  1, 1975 

28-18-20 

-.^.-do . 

_ do . 

.  Jan.  1, 1975 

28-19-20 

. do . 

_ do . 

.  July  31, 1975 

28-19-20 

. do . 

_ do . 

.  Aug.  1,1974 

28-19-20 

. do . 

_ do . 

Do. 

28-19-20 

. do . 

_ do . 

Do. 

28-19-20 

. do . 

_ do . 

Do. 

28-19-20 

. do . 

_ do . 

Do. 

28-19-20 

. do . 

_ do . 

.  July  1, 1975 

(2)  The  compliance  schedule  sub¬ 
mitted  for  the  source  identified  below  is 
disapproved  as  not  meeting  the  require¬ 
ments  of  §  51.4  of  this  chapter.  All  regu¬ 
lations  cited  are  air  pollution  control 
regulations  of  the  State,  imless  other¬ 
wise  noted. 


Kansas 


Soiuce  and  location 

Regulation  ■ 

Date 

involved 

adopted 

Chanute  Manufacturing  Co., 

Inc.,  Chanute: 

Sand  blasting . 

.  28-19-50 

Dec.  14, 1973 

[FR  Doc.74r-18612  Plied  8-14-74;8:45  am] 


[40  CFR  Part  180] 

[PRL  251-2] 

CAPTAFOL 

Tolerances  and  Exemptions  for  Pesticide 
Chemicals 

Dr.  C.  C.  Compton,  Coordinator,  Inter¬ 
regional  Research  Project  No.  4,  State 
Agricultural  Experiment  Station,  Rutgers 
University,  New  Brunswick,  NJ  08903,  on 
behalf  of  the  IRr-4  Technical  Committee 
and  the  Agricultural  Experiment  Sta¬ 


tion  of  Hawaii  submitted  a  petition  (PP 
4E1480)  proposing  establishment  of  a 
tolerance  for  residues  of  the  fungicide 
captafol  (cis  -  iV-[(l,l,2,2-tetrachloro- 
ethyDthio]  -  4  -  cyclohexene-1, 2-dicar- 
boximide)  in  or  on  the  raw  agricultural 
commodity  taro  (corm)  at  0.02  part  per 
million. 

Based  on  consideration  given  the  data 
submitted  in  the  petition  and  other  rele¬ 
vant  material,  it  is  concluded  that: 

1.  The  fungicide  is  useful  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  for  which  the  tolerance  is  being 
proposed. 

2.  There  is  no  reasonable  expectation 
of  residues  in  eggs,  meat,  milk,  or  poultry 
and  §  180.6(a)  (3)  applies. 

3.  The  proposed  tolerance  will  protect 
the  public  health. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Pood,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  408(e),  68  Stat.  514;  (21  U.S.C. 
346a(e) ) ) ,  it  is  propxxsed  that  §  180.267 
be  amended  by  adding  the  new  para¬ 
graph  "0.02  part  per  million  •  •  *”  to 
the  end  of  the  section,  as  follows: 

§  180.267  Captafol;  tolerances  for  res¬ 
idues. 

•  •  •  •  • 

0.02  part  per  million  in  or  on  taro 
(corm) . 


Any  person  who  has  registered  or  sub¬ 
mitted  an  application  for  the  registra¬ 
tion  of  a  pesticide  imder  the  Federal  In¬ 
secticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  containing  any  of  the  ingredients 
listed  herein  may  request,  on  or  before 
September  16,  1974,  that  this  proposal  be 
referred  to  an  advisory  committee  in  ac¬ 
cordance  w’ith  section  408(e)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  with  reference  to 
this  notice  to  the  Federal  Register  Sec¬ 
tion,  Technical  Services  Division  CWH- 
569),  Office  orPesticide  Programs,  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Protection  Agency,  Room  B-1, 
East  Tower,  401  M  Street,  SW.,  'Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20460.  Three  copies  of  the 
comments  should  be  submitted  to  facili¬ 
tate  the  work  of  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency  and  others  interested  in 
inspecting  the  documents.  The  comments 
must  be  received  by  September  16,  1974 
and  should  bear  a  notation  indicating 
the  subject.  All  written  comments  filed 
pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  in  the  office  of  the 
Federal  Register  Section  from  8:30  a.m. 
to  4  p.m.  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  August  8,  1974. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 

Director, 

Registration  Division. 

[FR  Doc,74-18707  Filed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


[40  CFR  Part  180] 

[FRL  251-3] 

POLYOXYETHYLATED  PRIMARY  FATTY 
AMINE 

Tolerances  and  Exemptions  for  Pesticide 
Chemicals 

ICI  America,  Inc.,  Wilmington,  DE 
19899,  submitted  a  petition  (PP  3E1352) 
proposing  establishment  of  an  exemp¬ 
tion  from  the  requirement  of  a  tolerance 
for  residues  of  polyoxyethylated  primary 
amine  (Cu-Ci«)  where  the  fatty  amine 
is  derived  from  an  animal  source  and 
contains  3%  water;  the  poly(oxyethy- 
lene)  content  averages  20  moles;  when 
used  as  a  siulactEint  in  accordance 
with  good  agricultural  practice  as  an 
inert  (or  occasionally  active)  ingredient 
in  pesticide  formulations  applied  to 
growing  crops  only,  as  follows:  (a)  prior 
to  actual  planting  of  the  crop  or  (b)  as  a 
directed  spray  around  the  base  of  citrus, 
pome  fruit,  stone  fruit,  small  fruit  and 
berries,  tropical  fruits  with  inedible  peel, 
tree  nut  crops,  leafy  beverage  crops  and 
seed  beverage  crops. 

Based  on  consideration  given  data  sub¬ 
mitted  in  the  petition  and  other  relevant 
material,  it  is  concluded  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  exemption  will  protect  the  public 
health. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  408(e),  68  Stat.  514;  (21  U.S.C. 
346a(e) ) ) ,  it  is  proposed  that  S  180.1001 
be  amended  by  alphabetically  inserting  a 
new  item  in  the  table  in  paragraph  (d) 
as  follows: 
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§  180.1001  Exemptions  from  the  re¬ 
quirement  of  a  tolerance. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  •  •  * 

Inert  Ingredients  Limits  Uses 


rolyoxyetbylated  Applied  prior  to  Surfactant, 
primary  amine  planting  of  any 

(Ci«-Cb);  the  fatty  crop,  or  as  a 

amine  is  derived  directed  spray 

from  an  animal  aroimd  the  base 

source  and  contains  of  citrus,  pome 
3%  water;  the  fruit,  stone  fruit, 

poly(oxyethylene)  small  fruit  and 

content  averages  20  berries,  tropical 

moles.  fniils  with  in¬ 

edible  peel,  tree 
nut  crops,  Wfy 
bi'verape  crops 
and  seed  beverage 
crol>s. 


Any  person  who  has  registered  or  sub¬ 
mitted  an  application  for  the  registration 
of  a  pesticide  imder  the  Federal  Insecti¬ 
cide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act 
containing  any  of  the  ingredients  listed 
herein  may  request,  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  16,  1974,  that  this  proposal  be  re¬ 
ferred  to  an  advisory  committee  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  section  408(e)  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  cewnments  with  reference  to 
this  notice  to  the  Federal  Register  Sec¬ 
tion,  Technical  Services  Division  (WH- 
569),  OfiSce  of  Pesticide  Programs,  En- 
monmental  Protection  Agency,  Room 
B-1,  East  Tower,  401  M  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460,  Three  copies  of 
the  comments  should  be  submitted  to  fa¬ 
cilitate  the  work  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  and  others  interested 
in  Inspecting  the  documents.  The  com¬ 
ments  must  be  received  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember  16,  1974,  and  should  bear  a  no¬ 
tation  indicating  the  subject.  AH  written 
comments  filed  pursuant  to  this  notice 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection  in 
the  oCOce  of  the  Federal  Register  Section 
from  8:30  a.m.  to  4  p.m.  Monday  through 
Friday. 

Dated:  August  8,  1974. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 

Director, 

Registration  Division. 

[FR  Doc.74-18708  FUed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  • 
COMMISSION 
[  47  CFR  Part  73  ] 

(Docket  19622:  FCC  74-875] 

PRIME  TIME  ACCESS  RULE 

Memorandum,  Opinion  and  Order 
Concerning  Clarification 

In  the  matter  of  consideration  of  the 
operation  of,  and  possible  changes  in, 
the  prime  time  access  rule,  573.658  (k) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules. 

1.  The  Commission  here  considers  a 
“Petition  for  Clarification  of  Nature  of 
Investigation”  filed  on  July  23,  1974,  by 
the  National  Association  of  Independ¬ 
ent  Television  Producers  and  Distribu¬ 


tors  (NAITPD),  following  the  issuance 
of  our  Further  Notice  Inviting  Com¬ 
ments  in  this  proceeding  (PCX:  74-756, 
released  July  17,  1974,  39  FR  26918). 
NAITPD  requests  clarification  of  “cer¬ 
tain  fimdamental  matters  of  law,  policy 
and  procedure,  whose  resolution  appears 
vital  to  preparation  of  a  meaningful 
fourth  roimd  of  comments  on  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  competition,  network  prime  time 
dominance  and  Hollywood  imemploy- 
ment”  as  invited  in  that  Notice.  Six 
points  are  mentioned. 

2.  In  our  judgment,  for  the  most  part 
this  petition  must  be  denied.  What  Is 
sought  largely  (and  entirely  in  the  first 
three  points)  are  expressions  by  us  on 
certain  questions  of  a  rather  conceptual 
nature — e.g.,  what  the  objectives  of  the 
rule  are  now  in  relation  to  what  they  were 
originally  (and,  if  changed,  what  are  the 
new  objectives),  the  relevance  of  such 
matters  as  network — owned  station 
group  purchasing  of  programs  and  the 
networks’  asserted  greater  dominance 
over  the  remainder  of  prime  time  (and 
whether  these  can  br  any  justification 
for  returning  prime  time  to  them),  the 
relevance  of  the  "impact  on  Hollywxxid’’ 
consideration  both  legally  and  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  rule’s  basic  objectives,  etc. 
Further  discussion  of  these  matters  at 
this  point  is  neither  necessary  nor  ap¬ 
propriate.  We  have  dealt  with  them  to 
some  extent  in  our  January  Report  and 
Order  herein,  and  do  not  regard  it  as  ap¬ 
propriate  to  do  so  again — thus  in  effect 
writing  another  Report  and  Order — ^im- 
til  after  review  of  the  further  comments 
to  be  filed.  NAITPD,  and  other  parties 
who  have  participated  extensively  in 
this  proceeding  before,  no  doubt  have 
definite  views  on  the  questions  set  forth 
in  the  Further  Notice  (or  believed  to 
flow  from  the  subjects  set  forth  there) 
and  can  formulate  them  wdthout  help 
from  us  at  this  stage. 

3.  Some  further  observations  are  ap¬ 
propriate  wdth  respect  to  the  “impact  on 
Hollyw(x>d’’  matter,  which  is  a  difficult 
area  both  because  of  the  “threshold 
question”  of  relevance  (or  our  author¬ 
ity  to  consider)  and  because  of  the  great 
difficulty  an  exhaustive  effort  to  get  exact 
facts  would  entail.  As  stated  in  the  Fur¬ 
ther  Notice,  we  are  not  prepared  at  this 
point  to  pass  on  the  “threshold  question” 
(which  conceivably  could  turn  on  the  na¬ 
ture  of  the  facts  as  to  the  degree  of  im¬ 
pact)  .  We  believe  that  the  subject  can  be 
explored  factually,  to  an  extent  suffi¬ 
cient  for  the  purpose  of  this  proceeding, 
in  the  time  allotted  for  conunents.  For 
example,  NAITPD’s  long-standing  mem¬ 
bers  include  producers  of  game  shows 
and  variety  shows,  who  should  be  able 
to  supply  readily  information  as  to  the 
numbers  of  persons  and  payroll  typically 
involved  in  the  production  of  such  pro¬ 
grams.  Other  parties  should  be  able  to 
give  similar  information  as  to  dramatic 
programs  (both  network  and  those  pro¬ 
duced  for  syndication),  and  similarly 
station  licensees  should  be  able  to  give 
data  as  to  the  numbers  of  persons  In¬ 
volved  in  the  Increased  local  program¬ 
ming  efforts  which  have  occurred. 


4  NAITPD  also  requests  a  statement 
(particularly  in  the  last  conection,  but 
also  generally)  as  to  what  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  staff  will  Investigate,  and  what  it 
will  leave  to  commenting  parties.  This  is 
a  matter  within  the  Commission’s  dis¬ 
cretion,  to  be  decided  in  light  of  what  is 
necessary  or  appropriate.  If  Commenting 
parties  have  any  particular  relevant 
data  they  wish  to  have  the  Commission 
consider,  they  should  present  it. 

5.  Effective  date.  NAITPD  urges  that, 
in  the  interest  of  some  degree  of  certain¬ 
ty  in  the  industry,  we  specify  now  an  ef¬ 
fective  date  for  whatever  rule  changes 
may  result  from  our  further  decision 
herein.  Its  position  is  that  the  Court  has 
held  that,  at  least  as  to  any  change  in¬ 
volving  a  reduction  in  “cleared”  time 
compared  to  the  present  rule,  the  period 
between  decision  and  effective  date  must 
be  at  least  16  months.  It  asks  us  to  state 
that  we  will  not  put  such  changes  into 
effect  until  the  start  of  a  season  (Sep¬ 
tember)  at  least  16  months  after  de¬ 
cision  or  six  months  after  appeal  and 
affirmance. 

6.  Since  this  is  one  of  the  matters  set 
forth  in  the  Further  Notice  for  com¬ 
ments  (par.  4),  it  would  be  premature 
and  inappropriate  for  us  to  set  forth  any 
final  view  at  this  time.  We  point  out 
that,  as  mentioned  before,  it  is  our  in¬ 
tention  to  issue  a  decision  herein  expe¬ 
ditiously,  so  as  to  relieve  the  uncertainty 
Involved  as  soon  as  possible. 

7.  In  view  of  the  foregoing.  It  is 
ordered.  That  the  “Petition  for  (Harlfi- 
cation  of  Nature  of  Investigation”  filed 
on  July  23,  1974,  by  the  National  As¬ 
sociation  of  Independent  ’Television 
Procedures  and  Distributors,  is  grant¬ 
ed,  to  the  extent  of  the  foregoing  dis¬ 
cussion,  and  in  all  other  respects  is 
denied. 

Adopted:  August  1, 1974. 

Released:  August  9, 1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18766  PUed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[  18  CFR  Part  2  ] 

[Docket  No.  Rr-441] 

NEW  PRODUCER  SALES  OF  NATURAL 
GAS 

Proposed  Optional  Procedure  for 
Certificating 

August  8,  1974. 

1.  Pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  651,  et  seq. 
Supp.  V.  (1967)  and  sections  4,  5,  7,  8, 
and  16  of  the  Natural  (3as  Act  (52  Stat. 
822,  823,  824,  825,  829,  830;  56  Stat.  83, 
84;  61  Stat.  459;  76  Stat.  72;  15  U.S.C. 
717c,  717d.  717f,  717g,  717n,  717o)  noUce 
is  hereby  given  that  the  Commission  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  55  2.75(o),  2.75(d),  and 
2.75(e)  of  its  regula4;lons,  18  CFR  2.75 
(o),  2.75(d),  and  2.75(e),  in  the  manner 
and  for  the  reasons  explained  below. 
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2.  Under  S  2.75 (n)  of  our  regulations, 
18  CFR  2.75(11),  an  applicant  who  has 
submitted  a  sales  contract  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  aK>roval  under  the  Optional 
Procediu’e  For  Certificating  New  Pro¬ 
ducer  Sales  Of  Natural  Gas,  18  CFR  2.75, 
may,  under  certain  specified  conditions, 
commence  deliveries  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  such  contract  pending  re¬ 
view  of  the  contract  by  the  Commission. 
If  deliveries  are  so  commenced,  they  are, 
under  §  2.75  (o)  of  our  Regulations,  18 
CFR  2.75(0),  to  “be  made  at  rates  no 
higher  than  the  prevailing  area  celling 
rate”  for  the  first  six  months  “unless  the 
Commission  has  made  Its  final  orders  on 
the  application  at  sin  earlier  date.”  If 
the  Commission  has  not  Issued  its  final 
decision  on  the  application  at  the  end 
of  the  first  six  month  period,  "the  seller 
upon  the  filing  of  a  notice  of  change  in 
rate  pursuant  to  §  154.94  of  this  chapter 
of  the  Cc«nmisslon’s  regulations  (18  CFR 
154.94)  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  with¬ 
out  refund  obligation  and  the  purchaser 
shall  be  entitled  to  pay,  the  rates  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  contract,  and  such  contract 
rates  shall  continue  as  the  effective  rates 
until  the  Ccanmission  enters  its  final 
order  on  the  certificate  application.” 
Section  2.75  (o),  supra. 

3.  When  we  promulgated  §2.75(o), 
supra,  allowing  a  seller  in  optional  pro¬ 
cedure  cases  to  collect  its  contract  rate 
without  refund  obligation  six  months 
after  the  commencement  of  deliveries 
until  the  Commission  enters  its  final  or¬ 
der  on  their  certificate  applications,  we 
did  so  in  the  belief  that  virtually  all  op¬ 
tional  procedure  cases  would,  in  fact,  be 
decided  by  the  Commission  within  six 
months  of  the  commencement  of  deliv¬ 
eries.  Subsequent  experience  has  shown, 
however,  that  optional  procedure  appli¬ 
cations  have  not  typically  been  fully 
processed  by  the  Commission  within  that 
time  period.  Accordingly,  we  propose  to 
amend  §  2.75  (o) ,  supra,  to  provide  that  a 
seller  in  optional  procedure  cases  may 
begin  collecting  its  contract  rate  nine 
months  after  commencement  of  deliv¬ 
eries  if  the  Commission  has  not  yet  en¬ 
tered  a  final  order  on  its  certificate 
application. 

4.  One  additional  modification  of 
§  2.75  of  our  regulations  is,  in  our  view, 
appropriate  at  this  time.  Since  the  pro¬ 
mulgation  of  that  section,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  established  a  uniform  nation¬ 
wide  rate  applicable  to  (1)  jurisdictional 
sales  made  from  wells  commenced  on  or 
after  January  1, 1973;  (2)  sales  initiated 
on  or  after  January  1,  1973,  for  the  sale 
of  natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce 
where  such  gas  has  not  previously  been 
sold  in  Interstate  commerce  except  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  18  CFR  2.68, 
2.70,  157.22  or  S  157.29;  and  (3)  jurisdic¬ 
tional  sales  made  pursuant  to  contracts 
executed  on  or  after  January  1,  1973, 
where  the  sales  were  formerly  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  permanent  certificates  of  unlim¬ 
ited  duration  under  contracts  which  ex¬ 
pired  by  their  own  terms.^  It  is  apparent 


>  Opinion  No.  699,  Docket  No.  Rr.389-B, 
Issued  June  21,  1974;  as  amended  by  Opinion 
No.  699-A,  Issued  August  — ,  1974,  —  FPC  — 
and  — . 


that  any  sales  of  natural  gas  initiated 
after  January  1, 1973,  and  stlU  within  the 
Initial  nine  mimths  of  delivery,  or  to  be 
ccmmenced  after  the  effective  date  of  the 
amendments  proposed  herein,  would,  un¬ 
der  (2)  above,  be  entitled  to  the  nation¬ 
wide  celling  rate,  if  such  gas  had  not  pre¬ 
viously  been  sold  in  interstate  commerce. 
Accordingly,  the  phrase  “no  higher  than 
the^prevalling  area  ceiling  rate”  in  $  2.75 
(o),  supra,  should  be  amended  to  read 
“no  higher  than  the  prevailing  nation¬ 
wide  celling  rate.”  Similarly,  the  phrase 
“shall  not  constitute  the  establishment 
of  an  area  rate”  in  §  2.75(d),  18  CFR 
2.75(d)  should  be  amended  to  read  “shall 
not  constitute  the  establishment  of  an 
area  or  naticaiwlde  rate,”  and  the  phrase 
“in  excess  of  an  area  celling  rate”  In 
5  2.75(e),  18  CFR  2.75(e)  should  be 
amended  to  read  “in  excess  of  the  pre¬ 
vailing  nationwide  ceiling  rate.” 

5.  In  accordance  with  the  above,  we 
propose  to  amend  55  2.75(d),  2.75(e), 
and  2.75(0)  in  Part  2,  General  Policy  and 
Interpretations,  Subchapter  A,  Chapter 
I,  Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions,  to  read  in  pertlnwit  part  as 
follows; 

§  2.75  Optional  procedure  for  certifica¬ 
ting  new  producer  sales  of  natural 

gas. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(d)  A  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  Issued  and  accepted  imder 
this  section  shall  not  be  subject  to  change 
by  determinations  or  orders  whether 
heretofore  made  or  hereafter  to  be  made 
in  producer  or  pipeline  rate  proceedings 
initiated  under  section  4  of  the  Act,  and 
orders  issued  hereimder  shall  not  consti¬ 
tute  establishment  of  an  area  or  nation¬ 
wide  rate;  Provided,  however.  That  noth¬ 
ing  herein  shall  limit  the  applicability  of 
section  5  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  Nothing 
done  hereunder  shall  be  recognized  by 
the  Commission  as  triggering  any  exist¬ 
ing  contract  escalation  clauses. 

(e)  Applications  presented  herexmder 
will  be  considered  for  permanent  certifi¬ 
cation,  either  with  or  without  pregranted 
abandonment,  notwithstanding  that  the 
contract  rate  may  be  in  excess  of  the  pre¬ 
vailing  nationwide  celling  rate  estab¬ 
lished  in  a  prior  opinion  or  order  of  this 
Commission. 

*  *  •  *  • 

(o)  If  the  parties  elect  to  commence 
deliveries  as  set  forth  in  paragraph  (n) 
of  this  section,  such  deliveries  will  be 
made  at  rates  no  higher  than  the  pre¬ 
vailing  nationwide  ceiling  rate  and  shall 
so  continue  for  nine  months  unless  the 
Commission  has  made  its  final  order  on 
the  application  at  an  earlier  date;  at  the 
end  of  such  nine-month  period  (if  the 
Commission  has  not  made  its  final 
order),  the  seller  upon  the  filing  of  a 
notice  of  change  in  rate  pursuant  to 
§  154.94  of  this  chapter  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Regulations  shall  be  entitled  to  re¬ 
ceive  without  refund  obligation  and  the 
purchaser  shall  be  entitled  to  pay,  the 
rates  specified  in  the  contract,  and  such 
contract  rates  shall  continue  as  the  ef¬ 
fective  rates  imtil  the  Commission  enters 
its  final  order  on  the  certificate  applica¬ 
tion. 


6.  Any  Interested  person  may  submit 
to  the  Federal  Power  CcHnmission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  not  later  than  September  23, 
1974,  views,  comments  or  suggestions  in 
writing  concerning  an  or  part  of  the 
amendments  proposed  herein.  An  origi¬ 
nal  and  14  conformed  copies  should  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  Submittals  to  the  Commission 
should  indicate  the  name,  title,  mailing 
address  and  telephone  number  of  the 
p>erson  to  whom  communications  con¬ 
cerning  the  proposal  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed.  Written  submittals  win  be 
placed  in  the  Commission’s  public  files 
and  wUl  be  avaUable  for  pubUc  Inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  Commission’s  OflQce  of  Pub¬ 
Uc  Information,  at  the  place  above- 
stated,  during  regular  business  hours. 
The  Commission  wlU  consider  aU  such 
written  submittals  before  taking  fiuther 
action  on  the  matters  proposed  herein. 

7.  The  pubUcation  of  notice  of  the 
proposed  amendment  of  5  2.75  made 
herein  does  not  constitute  a  grant  or 
denial  of  any  or  aU  of  the  petitions  for 
rehearing  filed  by  any  party  to  Opinion 
No,  699  and  order.  Issued  June  21,  1974, 
in  Docket  No.  R-389-B,  and  is  without 
prejudice  to  any  contention  made  by 
any  party  in  its  petition  or  application 
for  rehearing  or  consideration  filed  in 
said  proceeding. 

8.  The  Secretary  shaU  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  notice  to  be  made 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18842  FUed  8-14-74;8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

[  16  CFR  Part  438  ] 

ADVERTISING,  DISCLOSURE,  COOLING 
OFF  AND  REFUND  REQUIREMENTS 
CONCERNING  PROPRIETARY  VOCA¬ 
TIONAL  AND  HOME  STUDY  SCHOOLS 

Proposed  Trade  Regulation  Rule 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  pursuant  to  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Trade  Commission  Act,  as  amended. 
15  U.S.C.  41,  et  seq.,  the  provisions  of 
Part  1,  Subpart  B  of  the  Commission’s 
procedures  and  rules  of  practice,  16  CFR 
1.11,  et  seq.,  and  section  553  of  Subchap¬ 
ter  n,  (Chapter  5,  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  (Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure),  has  initiated  a 
proceeding  for  the  promulgation  of  a 
Trade  Regulation  Rule  concerning  pro¬ 
prietary  vocational  and  hwne  study 
schools. 

Accordingly,  the  Commission  proposes 
the  following  Trade  Regulation  Rule: 

PART  438— ADVERTISING,  DISCLOSURE, 
COOLING  OFF  AND  REFUND  REQUIRE¬ 
MENTS  CONCERNING  PROPRIETARY 
VOCATIONAL  AND  HOME  STUDY 
SCHOOLS 
Bee. 

438.1  Deflnltloiis. 

438.2  The  Rule. 

Atjthobitt:  38  Stat.  717,  as  amended;  (15 
U.S.C.  41-68) . 
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§  438.1  Definitions. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  Part,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  definitions  shall  i^ply: 

(a)  Seller.  (1)  Any  individual,  firm, 
corporation,  association  or  organization 
engaged  in  the  operation  of  a  privately 
owned  school,  studio.  Institute,  ofiBce  or 
other  facility  which  offers  residence  or 
correspondence  courses  of  study,  train¬ 
ing,  or  instruction  purporting  to  prepare 
or  qualify  individuals  for  employment  or 
training  in  any  occupation,  trade,  or  in 
work  requiring  mechanical,  technical, 
business,  trade,  artistic,  supervisory, 
clerical  or  other  skills  or  purporting  to 
enable  a  person  to  improve  his  skills  in 
any  of  the  above  designated  categories. 

(2)  Nothing  in  this  Part  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  to  affect  in  any  way  those  engaged 
in  the  operation  of  not-for-profit  resi¬ 
dence  or  correspondence,  public  or  pri¬ 
vate  institutions  of  higher  education 
w'hich  offer  students  at  least  a  two-year 
program  of  accredited  college  level  in¬ 
struction  which  is  generally  acceptable 
for  credit  toward  a  bachelor’s  degree. 

(b)  Buyer.  Any  individual  who  pm- 
chases  any  correspondence  or  residence 
course  of  study,  training,  or  Instruction 
from  any  seller  purporting  to  prepare 
or  qualify  Individuals  for  employment  or 
training  in  any  occupation,  trade,  or 
work  requiring  mechanical,  technical, 
business,  trade,  artistic,  supervisory,  cleri¬ 
cal  or  other  skills  or  purporting  to  enable 
a  p>erson  to  improve  his  skills  in  any  of 
the  above  designated  categories. 

(c)  Total  contract  price.  The  total 
price  paid  or  to  be  paid  by  the  buyer 
for  the  property  or  services  including  any 
and  all  equipment;  ancillaiT  services, 
such  as  but  not  limited  to,  charges  for 
room  and  board  which  are  the  subject 
of  the  contract;  and  Any  finance  charges 
determined  in  accordance  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  Regulation  Z  (12  CFR 
226.4). 

(d)  Course.  The  term  “course”  means, 
but  is  not  limited  to  education,  training, 
or  Instruction  consisting  of  a  series  of 
lessons  or  classes  sold  collectively,  includ¬ 
ing  lessons  or  classes  which  consist  of 
several  parts  and  are  coordinated,  ar¬ 
ranged,  or  packaged  to  constitute  a  cur¬ 
riculum  or  program  of  instruction  and 
sold  collectively. 

(e)  Combination  course.  Any  course 
that  consists  of  both  correspondence  les¬ 
sons  and  residence  classes  shall  be  treated 
as  a  residence  course  for  the  purpose  of 
applying  the  advertising  and  disclosure 
requirements  of  this  Part. 

(f)  Enrollee.  A  buyer  who  has  affirmed 
his  enrollment  contract,  whether  or  not 
he  completes  his  course  of  study. 

(g)  Failure  to  complete  a  course  of 
study.  Includes  any  enrollee  who  drops 
out,  is  expelled,  fails  for  academic  rea¬ 
sons  or  does  not  complete  a  course 
within  the  time  that  is  scheduled  for  that 
course’s  completion.  Including  any  en¬ 
rollee  who  takes  a  leave  of  absence. 

(h)  New  course.  Any  course  of  study 
which  has  substantially  different  course 
content  and  occupational  objectives  from 
any  course  of  study  previously  offered  by 
seller  and  which  has  been  offered  for 


a  period  of  time  less  than  three  (3) 
months  after  the.  gradixitlcxi  of  one 
class.  If  offered  by  a  residence  school,  or 
less  than  three  (3)  months  after  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  one  fiscal  year,  if  offered  by  a 
correspondence  schooL 

(i)  New  school.  Any  school  that  has 
been  in  operation  for  a  period  of  time 
less  thfui  three  (3)  months  after  the 
graduation  of  one  class  if  a  residence 
school  or  less  than  three  (3)  months 
after  the  completion  of  one  fiscal  year,  if 
a  correspondence  school. 

§  138.2  The  Rule. 

In  connection  with  the  sale  or  promo¬ 
tion  of  any  course  of  instruction  by  a 
proprietary  home  study  or  residence  vo¬ 
cational  school  in  commerce,  as  “com¬ 
merce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act,  it  is  an  unfair  method 
of  competition  and  an  unfair  or  decep¬ 
tive  act  or  practice  for  any  such  seller 
to  fail  to  comply  with  the  following 
requirements: 

(a)  Employment  and  earnings  claims. 
(1)  No  written  or  broadcasted  claim, 
direct  or  indirect,  whether  disseminated 
through  the  media,  malls,  or  in  any 
other  manner  shall  be  made  with  respect 
to: 

(1)  The  general  conditions  or  employ¬ 
ment  demand  in  any  employment  mar¬ 
ket  now  or  at  any  time  in  the  future: 
and 

(ii)  The  amount  of  salary  or  earnings 
generally  available  to  persons  employed 
in  any  occupation. 

(2)  Unless  it  is  substantiated  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  standards  and  confined  to  the 
format  prescribed  herein,  no  written  or 
broadcasted  claim,  direct  or  indirect, 
disseminated  through  the  media,  mails, 
or  in  any  other  manner,  shall  be  made 
with  respect  to: 

(i)  The  specific  employment  oppor¬ 
tunities  available  on  demand  for  buyers 
who  purchase  seller’s  course  of  study; 
and 

(ii)  The  specific  amount  of  salary  or 
earnings  available  to  buyers  who  pur¬ 
chase  seller’s  course  of  study. 

(3)  Written  or  broadcast  claims 
subject  to  the  exception  in  paragraph 
(a)  (2)  of  this  section  shall  be  limited 
to  claims  substantiated  by  the  seller’s 
actual  knowledge  of  his  buyers’  experi¬ 
ences  in  obtaining  placement  at  specific 
salary  levels  in  the  employment  posi¬ 
tions  for  which  seller’s  course  of  study 
prepares  buyers.  Actual  knowledge  shall 
be  verified,  at  a  minimum,  by  a  list  in¬ 
cluding  the  following  information  for 
each  enrolled  person  who  meets  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  paragraph  (a)(4)  of  thLs 
section. 

(i)  His  name,  address  and  telephone 
number ; 

(ii)  The  name,  address  and  telephone 
number  of  the  firm  or  employer  who 
hired  each  enrollee ; 

(iii)  The  name  or  title  of  the  job  posi¬ 
tion  obtained; 

(iv)  The  date  on  which  the  job  posi¬ 
tion  was  obtained ; 

(V)  His  monthly  or  annual  salary, 

(4)  Employment  and  earnings  claims 
covered  by  paragraph  (a)(2)  of  this  sec¬ 


tion  shall  be  confined  to  the  following 
statements  and  no  others,  for  each  course 
for  which  such  claims  are  made  and  if 
any  one  permitted  statement  is  made. 

It  shall  be  accompanied  by  the  others; 

(1)  For  correspondence  courses  of 
study,  a  statement  of  the  total  number 
of  buyers  whose  enrollment  terminated 
during  the  school’s  last  fiscal  year  and 
who  obtained  positions  of  employment 
within  three  (3)  months  of  leaving  the 
school  in  job  positions  for  which  seller’s 
course  of  study  prepared  them;  a  state¬ 
ment  of  the  monthly  or  yearly  range  of 
salaries  obtained  by  such  buyers;  a 
statement  of  the  percentage  ratio  of  such 
buyers  by  salary  ranges  to  the  total  num¬ 
ber  of  buyers  who  were  enrolled  in  the 
seller’s  course  dining  the  last  fiscal  year; 
and  a  statement  of  the  percentage  ratio 
of  such  buyers  who  graduated,  by  salary 
ranges,  to  the  total  number  of  graduates 
who  graduated  from  seller’s  course  dur¬ 
ing  the  last  fiscal  year.  For  purposes  of 
this  subparagraph  (i) ,  the  last  fiscal  year 
shall  be  the  most  recent  fiscal  year  that 
terminated  at  least  three  (3)  months 
before  the  claim  is  made. 

(ii)  For  the  residence  courses  of  study, 
a  statement  of  the  total  number  of  buyers 
whose  enrollment  terminated  during  the 
period  that  begins  with  the  entrance  and 
ends  with  the  graduation  of  the  school’s 
most  recent  graduating  class  and  who 
obtained  positions  of  employment  within 
three  (3)  months  of  leaving  the  school 
in  job  positions  for  which  seller’s  course 
of  study  prepared  them;  a  statement  of 
the  monthly  or  yearly  range  of  salaries 
earned  by  such  buyers:  a  statement  of 
the  percentage  ratio  of  such  buyers  by 
salary  ranges  to  the  total  number  of 
buyers  who  were  enrolled  in  the  seller’s 
course  during  the  period  that  begins  w’ith 
the  entrance  and  ends  with  the  gradua¬ 
tion  of  the  school’s  most  recent  gradu¬ 
ating  class:  and  a  statement  of  the  per¬ 
centage  ratio  of  such  buyers  who  gradu¬ 
ated,  by  salary  ranges,  to  the  total  num¬ 
ber  of  graduates  who  graduated  from 
seller’s  course  during  the  period  that  be¬ 
gins  with  the  entrance  and  ends  with  the 
graduation  of  the  school’s  most  recent 
graduating  class.  However,  these  state¬ 
ments  must  be  based  on  the  experiences 
of  enrollees  who  resided  at  the  time  of 
their  enrollment  in  the  metropolitan  area 
or  State  where  the  statements  are  made. 
For  purposes  of  this  subparagraph  (ii) 
the  most  recent  graduating  class  shall  be 
that  class  which  graduated  at  least  three 
(3)  months  before  the  claim  is  made. 
Provided  however.  That  where  an  em¬ 
ployment  or  earnings  claim  covered  by 
this  paragraph  (a)  is  made,  the  writ¬ 
ten  or  broadcasted  claim  must  be  pre¬ 
sented  so  that  each  of  the  permitted 
statements  appears  in  the  same  portion 
of  the  written  or  broadcasted  claim  and 
each  is  made  in  precisely  the  same  form 
and  with  the  same  emphasis,  including, 
but  not  limited  to,  the  same  size  type  or 
print,  as  all  other  statements  covered  by 
this  paragraph  (a) . 

(5)  The  foregoing  (paragraph  (a)(1) 
to  (4))  shall  not  apply  to  any  new 
course  of  instruction  offered  by  seller  or 
a  course  of  study  offered  by  seller  at  a 
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new  schooL  In  lieu  thereof  seller  shall 
(xmflne  any  adrerttsement  or  any  reive- 
sentatlon  covered  by  paragrai^  (a)  to 
actual  Job  commitments  made  In  writing 
by  businesses  and  other  prospective  em¬ 
ployers,  wherein  such  pro^)ectlve  em¬ 
ployers  indicate  that  they  will  offer  a 
specific  numbM*  of  jobs  at  specific  sala¬ 
ries  to  buyers  who  complete  seller’s  course 
of  study. 

Provided  further.  That  seller’s  advertise¬ 
ments  and  representations  shall  be 
limited  to  Uie  following  statements : 

This  school  has  not  been  In  operation  long 
enough  or  this  coiirse  of  study  has  not  been 
offered  long  enough  to  Indicate  how  many 
enixdled  students  will  obtain  employment  in 
positions  for  which  this  covirse  trains  them. 
However,  [number]  employers  have  Indi¬ 
cated  that  they  wlU  make  available  [number] 
Jobs  to  students  who  complete  this  course  of 
study.  [Number]  Jobe  represent  [  %  ]  of  ovir 
expected  total  enrollees  which  will  be  [niuu- 
ber]. 

(b)  Affirmative  disclosure  of  drop-out 
rate  and  placement  record}  (1)  After 
buyer  has  signed  an  enrollment  contract 
seller  shall  make  the  following  dis¬ 
closures  to  buyer  in  the  manner  and 
method  prescribed  by  paragraph  (c)  be¬ 
low; 

(1)  The  total  number  of  buyers  who 
fail  to  complete  the  full  course  of  study, 
for  the  seller’s  most  recent  graduating 
class  *  if  a  residence  school  or  the  seller’s 
most  recent  fiscal  year  ’  if  a  correspond¬ 
ence  school. 

(ii)  the  percentage  of  buyers  who  fall 
to  complete  the  full  course  of  study,  ex¬ 
pressed  as  the  percentage  ratio  of  the 
number  of  buyers  who  fail  to  complete 
the  fun  course  of  study  as  defined  in 
paragraph  (b)  (1)  (4)  above  to  the  total 
number  of  buyers  who  enrolled  in  that 
course  of  study  for  the  seller’s  most  re¬ 
cent  graduating  class*  if  a  residence 
school  of  seller’s  most  recent  fiscal  year  * 
if  a  correspondence  school. 

(2)  If  seller  has  made  any  oral,  writ¬ 
ten  or  broadcasted  earnings  or  employ¬ 
ment  representations  to  buyer  then,  after 
buyer  has  signed  the  enrollment  con¬ 
tract,  seller  shall  make  the  following  dis¬ 
closures  to  buyer  in  the  manner  and 
method  prescribed  by  paragraph  (c) 
below: 

(i)  For  correspondence  courses  of 
study  a  statement  of  the  total  number 
of  buyers  whose  enrollment  terminated 
during  the  school’s  last  fiscal  year  and 
who  obtained  positions  of  employment 
within  three  (3)  months  of  leaving  the 
school  in  job  positions  for  which  seller’s 
course  of  study  prepared  them;  a  state¬ 
ment  of  the  monthly  or  yearly  range  of 
salaries  obtained  by  such  buyers;  a 
statement  of  the  percentage  ratio  of  such 
buyers,  by  salary  ranges,  to  the  total 
number  of  buyers  who  were  enrolled  in 
seller’s  course  during  the  last  fiscal  year; 


^See  J^pendlces  A  and  B  tor  Ulustrations 
of  Disclosure  and  Affirmation  Forms  for  Cor¬ 
respondence  and  Residence  Schools. 

>  As  most  recent  graduating  class  Is  de¬ 
fined  in  paragraph  (a)  (4)  (11) . 

*As  most  recent  fiscal  year  is  defined  In 
paragraph  (a)  (4)  (1) . 


and  a  statement  of  the  percentage  ratio 
of  such  buyers  who  graduated,  by  salary 
ranges,  to  the  total  number  of  buyers 
who  gi^uated  from  seller’s  course  dur¬ 
ing  the  last  fiscal  year.  For  purposes  of 
this  subparagraph  (i)  the  last  fiscal 
year  shall  be  the  most  recent  fiscal 
year  that  terminated  at  least  three  (3) 
months  before  the  claim  is  made. 

(11)  For  residence  courses  of  study  a 
statement  of  the  total  number  of  buyers 
whose  enrollment  terminated  during  the 
period  that  begins  with  the  entrance  and 
ends  with  the  graduation  of  the  school’s 
most  recent  graduating  class  and  who 
obtained  positions  of  employment  within 
three  (3)  months  of  leaving  the  school 
in  job  positions  for  which  seller’s  course 
of  study  prepared  them;  a  statement  of 
the  monthly  or  yearly  range  of  salaries 
obtained  by  such  buyers;  a  statement  of 
the  percentage  ratio  of  such  buyers,  "by 
salary  ranges,  to  the  total  number  of 
buyers  who  were  enrolled  in  seller’s 
course  during  the  period  that  begins  with 
the  entrance  and  ends  with  the  gradu¬ 
ation  of  the  school’s  most  recent  grad¬ 
uating  class;  and  a  statement  of  the 
percentage  ratio  of  such  buyers  who 
graduated,  by  salary  ranges,  to  the  total 
number  of  buyers  who  graduated  from 
seller’s  course  during  the  period  that 
begins  with  the  entrance  and  ends  with 
the  graduation  of  the  school’s  most  re¬ 
cent  graduating  class.  However,  this 
disclosure  must  be  based  on  the  experi¬ 
ences  of  enrollees  who  resided  at  the  time 
of  their  enrollment  in  the  metropolitan 
area  or  State  wl)pre  the  disclosure  Is 
being  made.  For  purposes  of  this  sub- 
paragraph  (ii)  the  most  recent  gradu¬ 
ating  class  shall  be  that  class  which 
graduated  at  least  three  (3)  months 
before  the  claim  is  made. 

(3)  For  each  of  the  disclosvires  cov¬ 
ered  by  paragraph  (b)  above,  seller  shall 
maintain  complete  records  as  provided 
in  paragraph  (a)  (3)  above. 

(c)  Method  of  malting  disclosure  of 
drop-out  rate  and  placement  record} 
(1)  After  buyer  signs  an  enrollment  con¬ 
tract,  seller  shall  mall  to  buyer,  by  certi¬ 
fied  mall,  return  receipt  requested,  a 
written  form,  in  duplicate,  containing 
the  following  information,  and  none 
other,  except  the  Affirmation  Statement 
required  by  paragraph  (e)  below,  in  bold 
face  type  of ’at  least  ten  (10)  points  for 
each  course  of  study  offered  to  the 
buyer. 

Disclosure  and  Affirmation  Form  for 
[Name  of  School] 

DROP  OUT  AND  placement  RECORD  FOR 

[COURSE]  FOR  PERIOD  [DATS]  TO  [DATE] 

(1)  Total  enrollments  [number]. 

(2)  Total  who  faUed  to  complete  the 
course  [number]  (as  provided  In  paragraph 
(b)  (1)(1)  above). 

(3)  Percentage  who  failed  to  complete  the 
course  [%]  (as  provided  In  paragraph  (b) 
(1)  (11)  above) . 

(Seller  shall  use  number  (4)  below  if 
no  oral,  written  or  broadcasted  earnings 
or  employment  representations  have 


‘  See  Appendices  A  and  B  for  Illustrations 
of  Disclosure  and  Affirmation  Forms  fat 
Correspondence  and  Residence  Schools. 


been  made.  If  seller  has  made  oral,  writ¬ 
ten  or  broadcasted  earnings  or  employ¬ 
ment  representations  to  buyer,  seller 
shall  use  numbers  (5) ,  (8) ,  (7) ,  (8) ,  and 
(9)  below) . 

(4)  This  school  has  no  Information  on  the 
number  or  percentage  of  Its  students  who 
obtain  Jobs  In  the  occupation  for  which  we 
train  them.  Consequently,  this  school  and 
Its  representatives  have  no  basis  on  which 
to  make  any  representations  or  claims  about 
Job  opportunities  available  to  students  who 
take  [name  of  course].  Prospective  students 
are  advised  that  enroUment  In  this  course 
should  not  be  considered  vocational  training 
that  will  result  in  employment  in  Job  posi¬ 
tions  for  which  this  course  offers  Instruction. 

or, 

(5)  Total  number  of  students  who  ob¬ 
tained  employment  In  the  position  for  which 
this  course  of  study  trained  them  [number] 
(as  provided  in  paragraph  (b)  (2)  above) . 

(6)  Percentage  of  students  who  obtained 
employment  In  the  position  for  which  this 
course  of  study  trained  them  [  %  ]  (as  pro¬ 
vided  in  paragraph  (b)  (2)  above) . 

(7)  Number  and  percentage  of  total  en- 
roUees  who  obtained  employment  In  the  fol¬ 
lowing  salary  ranges  [expressed  In  >100  In¬ 
crements  for  monthly  salaries  or  $1,000  In¬ 
crements  for  yearly  salaries].  [Dollars]  to 
[dollars]  per  [month  or  year]:  [Number] 
students  which  Is  [  %  ]  of  total  enrollees  (as 
provided  in  pcuragraph  (b)  (2)  above). 

(8)  Percentage  of  graduates  who  obtained 
emplojrment  In  the  position  for  which  this 
course  of  study  trained  them  [%]  (as  pro¬ 
vided  In  paragraph  (b)  (2)  above) . 

(9)  Number  and  percentage  of  graduates 
who  obtained  employment  In  the  following 
salary  ranges  [expressed  In  $100  Increments 
for  monthly  salaries  or  $1,000  Increments  for 
yearly  salaries].  [Dollars  to  dcdlars]  per 
[month  or  year]:  ( Number  1  students  which 
Is  [%]  of  total  graduates  (as  provided  In 
paragraph  (b)  (2)  above). 

(2)  Where  seller  has  Instituted  a  new 
course  of  instructiim  or  where  seller  has 
established  a  new  school,  the  seller’s  dis¬ 
closure  as  required  by  paragraph  (b)  of 
this  section  shall  contain  the  following 
information,  and  none  other,  except  the 
Affirmation  Statement  required  by  para¬ 
graph  (e)  below,  in  bold  face  type  of  at 
least  ten  (10)  points: 

Important  Information 

This  school  has  not  been  In  operation  long 
enough  or  this  course  of  study  has  not  been 
offered  long  enough  to  Indicate  how  many 
enrolled  students  will  complete  their  course 
of  study  or  to  Indicate  how  many  students 
who  take  this  course  of  study  will  obtain 
employment  in  positions  for  which  this 
course  trains  them. 

Except  that  where  the  seller  has  received 
actu^  written  job  commitments  from 
businesses  and  other  prospective  em¬ 
ployers,  seller  may  add  the  following 
statement  to  the  disclosure  required 
above; 

However,  [number]  employers  have  Indi¬ 
cated  that  they  will  make  available  [num¬ 
ber]  Jobs  to  students  who  complete  this 
course  of  study.  [Number]  Jobs  represent 
[  %  ]  percent  of  our  expected  total  enrollees 
which  will  be  [number]. 

(d)  Ten  day  affirmation  and  cooling- 
off  period}  An  enrollment  contract  be- 


•See  Appendices  A  and  B  for  Illustrations 
of  Disclosure  and  Affirmation  Forms  for  Cor¬ 
respondence  and  Residence  Schools. 
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tween  a  seller  and  buyer  will  not  be  effec¬ 
tive  unless  the  buyer  affirms  that  enroll¬ 
ment  contract  by  signing  and  returning 
to  seller  the  Disclosure  and  Affirmation 
Form  specified  in  paragri4>h  (e)  below 
within  ten  (10)  days  of  his  receipt  of  that 
Form.  If  the  buyer  fails  to  affirm  the  en¬ 
rollment  contract  within  the  ten  (10) 
day  period,  seller  shall  consider  the  con¬ 
tract  null  and  void,  and  within  ten  (10) 
business  days  of  the  expiration  of  the 
affirmation  period,  shall  refund  all 
monies  paid  by  the  buyer  and  cancel  and 
return  to  buyer  any  evidence  of  indebt¬ 
edness. 

(e)  Disclosure  and  operation  of  ten 
(10)  day  cooling-off  period*  (1)  After 
receiving  from  the  buyer  his  signed  en¬ 
rollment  contract,  seller  shall  mail  to 
buyer,  by  certified  mail  return  receipt 
requested,  a  one  page  form,  in  duplicate, 
that  contains  the  placement  and  drop 
out  disclosures  required  by  paragraphs 
(b)(1)  and  (2),  above,  in  the  form  re¬ 
quired  by  paragraph  (c),  above;  and  at 
the  bottom  of  the  same  form  the  follow¬ 
ing  unsigned  Affirmation  Statement 
printed  in  bold  face  type  of  at  least  ten 
(10)  points: 

Notice  to  the  Buyer 

The  enrollment  contract  that  you  signed 
with  [name  of  schooll  on  [date]  to  enroU  In 
(name  of  course]  is  not  effective  or  valid 
unless  you  first  sign  this  statement  and  re¬ 
turn  it  to  the  above  named  school  within 
ten  (10)  dairs  from  the  time  that  you  re¬ 
ceived  this  statement.  You  are  free  to  can¬ 
cel  your  enrollment  and  receive  a  full  refund 
of  any  monies  you  have  paid  to  the  school 
by  not  signing  or  mailing  this  statement 
within  ten  (10)  days.  At  the  expiration  of 
this  ten  (10)  day  period  the  school  has  ten 
(10)  business  days  to  send  you  your  refund 
( if  any)  and  to  cancel  and  return  to  you  any 
evidence  of  Indebtedness  that  you  signed. 
However,  if  i^u  do  want  to  enroll  in  the 
above  named  school,  you  should  sign  your 
name  below  and  mail  this  statement  to  the 
school  within  ten  (10)  days.  Keep  the  dupli¬ 
cate  copy  for  your  own  records. 


(Date) 


(Signature) 

(2>  The  Disclosure  and  Affirmation 
Form  shall  not  contain  any  information 
or  representations  other  than  the  dr<^ 
out  and  placement  disclosures  provided 
by  paragraphs  (b)(1)  and  (2)  of  this 
section,  above,  and  the  Affirmation  State¬ 
ment  in  paragi-aph  (e)(1)  above.  Seller 
shall  not  send  any  document  or  material 
to  buyer  other  than  the  Disclosure  and 
Affirmation  Form  during  the  ten  (10) 
day  affirmation  and  cooling-off  period 
that  commences  with  buyer’s  receipt  of 
the  Disclosure  and  Affirmation  Form. 

(3)  Sellers  who  are  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section  are  exempted  from 
compliance  with  the  Federal  Trade  Com¬ 
mission’s  Trade  Regulation  Rule  con¬ 
cerning  a  Cooling-Off  Period  for  Door- 
to-Door  Sales  effective  June  7,  1974. 

•See  Appendices  A  and  B  for  Illustrations 
of  Disclosure  and  Affirmation  Forms  for  Cor¬ 
respondence  and  Residence  Schools. 


(f)  Refund  upon  cancellation.  (1) 
Upon  cancellation  of  an  affirmed  contract 
the  seller  shall  not  receive,  demand  or 
retain  more  than  a  pro  rata  portion  of 
the  total  contract  price,  plus  a  registra¬ 
tion  fee  of  five  percent  (5%)  of  the  total 
contract  price  but  not  to  exceed  twenty- 
five  dollars  ($25) . 

(2)  The  pro  rata  refund  shall  be  de¬ 
termined  by  dividing  the  number  of 
classes  attended  by  buyer  or  held  up  to 
the  time  of  buyer’s  cancellation  or,  for 
correspondence  courses,  the  niunber  of 
correspondence  lessons  submitted  by  the 
buyer  prior  to  cancellation,  by  the  total 
number  of  classes  or  lessons  contained 
In  the  course,  and  then  by  multiplying 
the  total  contract  price  by  the  result 
thereof.  This  amount  shall  constitute  the 
buyer’s  total  obligation.  The  difference 
between  this  amount  and  the  amount  the 
buyer  has  already  paid  the  seller  shall 
constitute  either  the  buyer’s  refund  or 
the  amount  of  the  buyer’s  remaining 
obligation  to  the  seller. 

(3)  Within  ten  (10)  business  days  of 
the  date  of  notification  of  cancellation, 
the  seller  must  provide  the  buyer  with 
his  correct  refund  payment,  if  any,  and 
must  cancel  that  portion  of  the  buyer’s 
indebtedness  that  exceeds  the  amount 
due  the  seller  under  the  refimd  formula 
of  this  section. 

(g)  Disclosure  of  cancellation  and  re¬ 
fund.  (1)  The  seller  shall  furnish  the 
buyer  with  a  fully  completed  copy  of  the 
buyer’s  enrollment  contract  and  in  close 
proximity  to  the  space  reserved  in  the 
contract  for  the  buyer’s  signature,  and  in 
bold  face  type  of  at  least  ten  (10)  pioints, 
include  the  following  statement: 

Notice  to  the  buyer:  Do  not  sign  this  con¬ 
tract  before  reading  the  provisions  under  the 
caption  ‘  Cancellation  and  Refund”. 

(2)  For  con*espondence  courses  of 
study,  the  seller  shall  include  in  the  con¬ 
tract  in  bold  face  type  of  at  least  ten 
( 10 )  points  the  following  provision : 

Cancellation  and  Refund 

You  are  free  to  cancel  this  contract  at  any 
time.  You  will  have  to  pay  only  for  lessons 
submitted  to  the  school  plus  a  registration 
fee  of  five  percent  (6%)  of  the  total  con¬ 
tract  price,  not  to  exceed  twenty-five  dollars 
($25). 

You  may  cancel  the  contract  by  mailing 
or  delivering  to  the  school  a  signed  and  dated 
copy  of  the  “Notice  of  Cancellation”  sent  to 
you  by  the  school  or  by  mailing  or  delivering 
to  the  school  your  own  written  letter  of  can¬ 
cellation.  Cancellation  will  be  effective  on  the 
date  of  mailing  or  delivery.  You  may  also 
cancel  by  failing  to  submit  a  lesson  for  ninety 
(90)  days. 

The  amount  you  will  have  to  pay  for  the 
lessons  submitted  will  be  determined  by 
dividing  the  number  of  lessons  submitted  up 
to  the  time  of  your  cancellation  by  the  total 
number  of  lessons  contained  In  the  course.  If, 
prior  to  cancellation,  you  have  paid  more 
than  this  amount  plus  the  registration  fee, 
the  excess  will  be  refunded  to  you  within  ten 
(10)  business  days. 

(3)  For  residence  courses  of  study,  the 
seller  shall  Include  in  the  contract  in 
bold  face  type  of  at  least  ten  (10)  points 
the  following  provision: 


Cancellation  and  Refund 

You  are  free  to  cancel  this  contract  at  any 
time.  You  will  have  to  pay  cxily  for  those 
Claeses  the  school  has  held  inlor  to  your  can¬ 
cellation  plus  a  registration  fee  of  five  per¬ 
cent  (6%)  of  the  total  contract  price,  not  to 
exceed  twenty-five  dollars  ($25). 

You  may  cancel  the  contract  by  mailing  or 
deUv^dng  to  the  school  a  signed  and  dated 
copy  at  the  “Notice  of  Cancellation”  sent  to 
you  by  the  school  or  by  mailing  or  delivering 
to  the  school  your  own  written  letter  of  can¬ 
cellation.  Cancellation  wUl  be  effective  on  the 
date  of  mailing  or  delivery.  You  may  also  can¬ 
cel  by  not  attending  scheduled  classes  nor 
In  any  other  manner  utilizing  the  school’s 
facilities  for  thirty  (30)  days. 

The  amount  you  will  have  to  pay  for  those 
classes  the  school  has  held  will  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  dividing  those  classes  held  up  to 
the  time  of  your  cancellation  by  the  total 
number  of  classes  contained  in  the  course.  If, 
prior  to  cancellation,  you  have  paid  more 
than  this  amount  plus  the  registration  fee, 
the  excess  will  be  refunded  to  you  within 
ten  (10)  business  days. 

(4)  For  a  combination  correspondence 
and  residence  course  of  study,  the  seller 
shall  include  in  the  contract  in  bold  face 
type  of  at  least  ten  (10)  points  the  fol¬ 
lowing  provisions: 

Cancellation  and  Refund 

You  are  free  to  cancel  this  contract  at  any 
time.  You  wUl  have  to  pay  only  for  those 
correspondence  lessons  you  submitted  to  the 
school  and  those  residence  classes  held  by 
the  school  prior  to  your  cancellation  plus  a 
registration  fee  of  five  percent  (6%)  of  the 
total  contract  price,  not  to  exceed  twenty-five 
dollars  ($25). 

You  may  cancel  the  contract  by  mailing  or 
delivering  to  the  school  a  signed  and  dated 
copy  of  the  “Notice  of  (Cancellation”  sent  to 
you  by  the  school  or  by  mailing  or  delivering 
to  the  school  your  own  written  letter  of  can¬ 
cellation.  Cancellation  will  be  effective  on  the 
date  of  mailing  or  delivery.  You  may  also  can¬ 
cel  by  falling  to  submit  a  correspondence  les¬ 
son  for  ninety  (90)  days  or  by  not  attending 
scheduled  classes  nor  In  any  other  manner 
utilizing  the  school’s  facilities  for  thirty  (30) 
days. 

The  amount  you  will  have  to  pay  for  the 
lessons  submitted  and  the  classes  held  will 
be  determined  by  dividing  those  correspond¬ 
ence  lessons  submitted  and  those  residence 
classes  held  up  to  the  time  of  your  cancel¬ 
lation  by  the  total  number  of  correspondence 
lessons  and  residence  classes  contained  In  the 
course.  If,  prior  to  cancellation,  you  have  paid 
more  than  this  amount  plus  the  registration 
fee,  ttie  excess  will  be  refunded  to  you  within 
ten  (10)  business  days. 

(h)  Method  of  cancellation.  (1)  After 
buyer  has  signed  and  affirmed  an  enroll¬ 
ment  contract,  seller  shall  furnish  buyer 
with  a  postage  pre-paid  card,  plus  dupli¬ 
cate  card,  addressed  to  seller  and  cap¬ 
tioned: 

Notice  of  Cancellation 

I  hereby  cancel  this  contract. 


(Date) 


(Buyer’s  signature) 

The  buyer’s  cancellation  is  effective  on 
the  date  that  the  buyer  mails  or  delivers 
to  the  seller  a  signed  and  dated  copy  ot 
the  above  described  cancellation  notice 
or  any  other  written  notice  or,  in  the  al¬ 
ternative; 
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(2)  The  buyer’s  cancellation  is  effec¬ 
tive  on  the  date  that  buyer  gives  the 
seller  constructive  notice  of  his  Intention 
to  cancel  his  contract  by  failing  to  at¬ 
tend  residence  classes  or  failing  to  utilize 
residence  instructional  facilities  for  such 
a  period  of  time,  of  30  days  or  less,  that 
the  seller  should  reasonably  conclude 
that  the  buyer  has  cancelled  the  c<m- 
tract;  or  for  correspondence  courses  of 
instruction,  by  failing  to  submit  a  lesson 
for  any  period  of  90  days. 

(i)  Packaged  courses  and/or  services. 
Where  seller  offers  a  course  of  instruc¬ 
tion  involving  two  or  more  segments,  and 
sells  them  together  as  a  unit  at  a  single 
price,  then  seller  shall  add  the  segments 
together  and  use  the  entire  period  in  cal¬ 
culating  buyer’s  reftmd,  even  if  one  or 
more  of  the  segments  is  offered  as  “free”. 
Where  seller  offers  a  course  of  instruc¬ 
tion  consisting  of  both  correspondence 
lessons  and  residence  classes,  the  total 
number  of  lessons  and  classes  shall  be 
added  together  for  the  purpose  of  cal¬ 
culating  the  refund. 

Appendix  A — ^Disclosure  and  Affirmation 
Form  (Fox  Correspondece  Schools  That 
Have  Made  Earnings  or  Employment 
Representations  ) 

(Name  of  school) 

drop  out  and  placement  record  for  air  con¬ 
ditioning  AND  refrigeration  COURSE  FOR 
THE  PERIOD  JANUARY  1,  1973  TO  DECEMBER  31, 
1973 

1.  Total  enrollees — 1,500. 

2.  Total  who  failed  to  complete  the 
course — 1,050. 

3.  Percentage  who  failed  to  complete  the 
course — 70  percent. 

4.  Total  number  of  students  who  obtained 
employment  In  the  position  for  which  this 
course  of  study  prepared  them — 60. 

5.  Percentage  of  students  who  obtained 
emplo3rment  in  the  position  fc^  which  this 
course  of  study  prepared  them— 4  percent  of 
total  enrollees. 

6.  Percentage  of  graduates  who  obtained 
employment  In  the  position  for  which  this 
course  of  study  trained  them — 11  percent  of 
graduates. 

7.  Number  and  percentage  of  total  en¬ 
rollees  and  graduates  who  obtained  employ¬ 
ment  in  the  following  salary  ranges: 

$5,00(>-$5,999  per  year:  30  students  which 
is  2  percent  of  total  enrollees  and  7 
percent  of  total  graduates. 

$6,000-$6,999  per  year:  30  students  which 
is  2  percent  of  total  enrollees  and  7 
percent  of  total  graduates. 

Notice  to  the  buyer:  The  enrollment  con¬ 
tract  that  you  signed  with  (name  of  school) 
on  (date)  to  enroU  (name  of  course)  Is  not 
effective  or  valid  unless  you  first  sign  this 
statement  and  return  it  to  the  above  named 
school  within  ten  (10)  days  from  the  time 
that  you  received  this  statement.  Tou  are 
free  to  cancel  your  enrollment  and  receive 
a  full  refund  of  any  monies  you  have  paid  to 
the  school  by  not  signing  or  mailing  this 
statement  within  ten  (10)  days.  At  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  this  ten  (10)  day  period  the 
school  has  ten  (10)  business  days  to  send 
you  your  refund  (if  any)  and  to  cancel  and 
return  to  you  any  evidence  of  indebtedness 
that  you  signed.  However,  if  you  do  want  to 
enroll  in  the  above  named  school,  you  should 
sign  your  name  below  and  mall  this  state¬ 
ment  to  the  school  within  ten  (10)  days. 


Keep  the  duplicate  copy  for  your  own 
records. 


(Date) 


(Signature) 

■  Appendix  B — ^Disclosure  and  Affirmation 
Form  (Fox  Besidencx  Schools  That 
Have  Made  Earnings  ox  Employment 
Representations  ) 

(Name  of  school) 

,  DROP  OUT  AND  PLACEMENT  RECORD  FOB  COM¬ 
PUTER  programing  course  for  the  last 
GRADUATING  CLASS  (JANUARY  2,  1973  TO 

JUNE  29,  1973) 

1.  Total  enrollees — 200. 

2.  Total  who  failed  to  complete  the 
course — 150. 

3.  Percentage  who  failed  to  complete  the 
course — 75  percent. 

4.  Total  number  of  students  who  obtained 
employment  in  the  positions  for  which  this 
course  of  study  prepared  them — ^20. 

5.  Percentage  of  students  who  obtained 
employment  in  the  positions  for  which  this 
course  of  study  prepared  them — 10  percent  of 
total  enrollees. 

6.  Percentage  of  graduates  who  obtained 
employment  in  the  position  for  which  this 
course  of  study  trained  them — 35  percent  of 
graduates. 

7.  Number  and  percentage  of  total  en¬ 
rollees  and  graduates  who  obtained  employ¬ 
ment  in  the  following  salary  ranges: 

$5,000-$5,999  per  year:  10  students  which 
is  5  percent  of  total  enrollees  and  17 
percent  of  total  graduates. 
$6,(X>0-$6,999  per  year:  10  students  which 
Is  5  percent  of  total  enrollees  and  17 
percent  of  total  graduates. 

Notice  to  the  buyer:  The  enrollment  con¬ 
tract  you  signed  with  (name  of  school)  on 
(date)  to  enroll  in  (name  of  (X)urse)  is  not 
effective  or  valid  unless  you  first  sign  this 
statement  and  return  it  to  the  above  named 
school  within  ten  (10)  days  from  the  time 
that  you  received  this  statement.  You  are 
free  to  cancel  your  enrollment  and  receive 
a  full  refund  of  any  monies  you  have  paid  to 
the  school  by  not  signing  or  mailing  this 
statement  within  ten  (10)  days.  At  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  this  ten  (10)  day  period  the 
school  has  ten  (10)  business  days  to  send 
you  your  refund  (if  any)  and  to  cancel  and 
return  to  you  any  evidence  of  indebtedness 
that  you  signed.  However,  if  you  do  want  to 
enroll  in  the  above  named  school  you  should 
sign  your  name  below  and  mail  this  state¬ 
ment  to  the  school  within  ten  (10)  days. 
Keep  the  duplicate  copy  for  your  own 
records. 


(Date) 


(Signature) 

All  Interested  persons.  Including  the 
consuming  public,  are  hereby  notified 
that  they  may  submit  written  data,  views 
or  arguments  concerning  the  proposed 
rule  with  the  Special  Assistant  Director 
for  Rulemaking,  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20580  not  later 
than  November  15,  1974. 

All  Interested  persons  are  also  hereby 
given  notice  of  opportunity  to  orally  pre¬ 
sent  data,  views  or  arguments  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposed  rule  at  public  hear¬ 
ings  to  be  held  in  the  following  places 
on  the  dates  below  and  commencing  at 
10  a.m.  on  each  of  the  days  specified. 


1.  Boston,  Massachusetts 

Auditorium  Room  304 
J.  W.  McCormack 

Post  Office  and  Court  House  Building 
Post  Office  Square 
Boston,  Massachusetts 

Public  hearing  will  be  held  on  Novem¬ 
ber  18, 19,  and  20, 1974. 

2.  New  York,  New  York 

2200  Hearing  Room  C 
2243-EB  Federal  Building 
26  Federal  Plaza 
New  York,  New  York 

Public  hearing  will  be  held  on  De¬ 
cember  2, 3,  and  4, 1974. 

3.  Wsushington,  D.C. 

Room  532 

Federal  Trade  Commission 

Sixth  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW. 

Washington,  D.C. 

Public  hearing  will  be  held  on  Decem¬ 
ber  16, 17,  and  18, 1974. 

4.  Chicago,  Illinois 

Room  1665 

Everett  McKinley  Dirksen 
Federal  Building 
219ilDuth  Dearborn  Street 
Chicago,  Illinois 

Public  hearing  will  be  held  on  January 
13, 14,  and  15, 1975. 

5.  San  Francisco,  California 

Room  12138-a 
Federal  Building 
450  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  California 

Public  hearing  will  be  held  on  January 
27, 28,  and  29, 1975. 

6.  Los  Angeles,  California 

Room  13209 
Federal  Building 
11000  WUshlre  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  California 

Public  hearing  will  be  held  on  February 
3,  4,  and  5, 1975. 

Any  person  desiring  to  orally  present 
his  views  at  any  of  the  scheduled  hear¬ 
ings  should  so  inform  the  appropriate 
representative  listed  below  not  later  than 
seven  (7)  days  prior  to  commencement  of 
the  particular  hearing  at  which  the  per¬ 
son  wishes  to  be  heard.  Reasonable  limi¬ 
tations  upon  the  length  of  time  allotted 
to  any  person  may  be  imposed  and  per¬ 
sons  wishing  to  deliver  prepared  state¬ 
ments  will  be  required  to  file  such  state¬ 
ments  with  the  appropriate  representa¬ 
tive  listed  below.  To  the  extent  practi¬ 
cable  persons  wishing  to  file  written  pres¬ 
entations  in  excess  of  two  pages  should 
submit  twenty  copies. 

1.  Boston,  Massachusetts  02114 

Mr.  Marc  A.  Comras 
Federal  Trade  Commission 
150  Causeway  Street 

2.  New  York,  New  York  10007 

Ms.  Alice  T.  Petizon 
Federal  Trade  Commission 
26  Federal  Plaza 
22nd  Floor 

3.  Washington,  D.C.  20580 

Mr.  William  D.  Dixon 
Federal  Trade  Commission 
633  Indiana  Avenue,  NW. 
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4.  Chicago,  Illinois  60603 

Mr.  Jerome  S.  Lamet 
Fereral  Trade  Commission 
Suite  1437 

55  East  Monroe  Street 

5.  San  Francisco,  California  94102 

Ms.  Seela  Lewis 
Federal  Trade  Commission 
450  Golden  Gate  Avenue 

6.  Los  Angeles,  California  90024 

Mr.  Kendall  H.  MacVey 
Federal  Trade  Commission 
13209  Federal  Building 
11000  Wllshire  Boulevard 

The  data,  views  or  arguments  pre¬ 
sented  with  respect  to  the  proposed  rule 
will  be  available  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  parties  in  Room  130  of  the 
Division  of  Legal  and  Public  Records, 


Federal  Trade  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  will  be  considered  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  In  the  establishment  of  a  Trade 
Regulation  Rule. 

All  persons,  firms,  corporations  or 
others  'engaged  in  the  operation  of  a 
proprietary  vocational  or  home  study 
school  in  commerce  as  ‘^commerce'’  Is 
defined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  Act  may  be  subject  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  any  Trade  Regulation  Rule 
prcunulgated  in  the  course  of  this 
proceeding. 

Issued:  August  15, 1974. 

By  the  Commission.  ' 

[seal]  Charles  A.  Tobin, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  .74-1 8724  Filed  8-14-74;  8: 45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

[Public  Notice  CM-155] 

STUDY  GROUP  1  OF  THE  U.S.  NATIONAL 
COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  INTERNATIONAL 
TELEGRAPH  AND  TELEPHONE  CON¬ 
SULTATIVE  COMMITTEE  (CCITT) 

Notice  of  Meeting 

The  Department  of  State  annoimces 
that  Study  Group  1  of  the  U.S.  CCITT 
National  Committee  will  meet  on  Sep¬ 
tember  17, 1974  at  10  a.m.  in  Room  A-110 
of  the  P^eral  Communications  Com¬ 
mission,  1919  M  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  This  Study  Group  deals  with  U.S. 
Government  regulatory  aspects  of  in¬ 
ternational  telegraph  and  telephone  op¬ 
erations  and  tariffs. 

The  agenda  of  the  September  17  meet¬ 
ing  concerns  commencement  of  prepara- 
ti(xi  for  participation  in  scheduled 
meetings  of  a  Joint  Working  Party  es¬ 
tablished  to  work  under  the  auspices 
(rf  CCITT  Study  Groups  I  and  n  which 
deal  with  telegraph  and  telephone  rates 
and  accounting  matters,  respectively. 
The  subject  matter  assigned  to  the  Joint 
Working  Party,  in  brief,  is  Accounting 
and  Operating  Procedures  In  the 
Maritime  Mobile  Service.  This  is  a  prob¬ 
lem  referred  to  CCITT  by  the  re¬ 
cently  concluded  World  Maritime  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Radio  Conference. 

Members  of  the  general  public  who 
desire  to  attend  the  meeting  on  Sei>- 
tember  17  will  be  admitted  up  to  the 
limit  of  the  capacity  of  the  meeting 
room. 

Dated:  August  6, 1974. 

Richard  T.  Black, 
Chairman. 

U.S.  National  Committee. 

[FR  E>oc.74-18796  Filed  8-14-74; 8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

45  R.P.M.  FLAT  SPINDLE  ADAPTERS 
FROM  THE  UNITED  KINGDOM 

Antidumping;  Tentative  Negative 
Determination 

Information  was  received  on  January 
8,  1974,  that  45  r.p.m.  flat  spindle  adapt¬ 
ers  from  the  Unlt^  Kingdom  were  being 
sold  at  less  than  fair  value  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Antidumping  Act,  1921, 
as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  160  et  seq.)  (re¬ 
ferred  to  in  this  notice  as  “the  Act”). 
This  informatiOTi  was  the  subject  of  an 
“Antidumping  Proceeding  Notice”  which 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  February  15, 1974,  on  page  5805. 


I  hereby  make  a  tentative  determina¬ 
tion  that  45  r.p.m.  fiat  spindle  adapters 
from  the  Unit^  Kingdom  are  not  being, 
nor  likely  to  be,  sold  at  less  than  fair 
value  within  the  meaning  of  section  201 
(a)  of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C.  160(a) ) . 

Statement  of  reasons  on  which  this  tenta¬ 
tive  determination  is  based: 

Analysis  of  Information  from  all  sources 
revealed  that  the  quantity  sold  for  home 
consumption  Is  so  small  In  relation  to  the 
quantity  sold  for  exportation  to  countries 
other  than  the  United  States  as  to  form  an 
Inadequate  basis  for  fair  value  comparisons. 
As  a  resiilt,  sales  to  third  countries  were 
used  as  the  basis  for  fair  value.  The  proper 
basis  of  comparison  for  fair  value  purposes 
Is  between  exporter’s  sales  price  aitd  the 
third  ooimtry  price  of  such  or  similar  mer¬ 
chandise. 

Exporter’s  sales  price  was  calculated  on  the 
basis  of  the  n.S.  duty-paid,  ex-dock  price 
with  deductions  for  foreign  Inland  freight. 
Insurance,  ocean  freight,  brokerage  charge, 
U.S.  duty,  and  selling  expenses. 

'The  third  country  price  was  calculated  on 
the  basis  of  the  fx>.b.  United  Kingdom  port 
of  export  price,  with  deductions  for  inland 
freight  In  the  United  Kingdom  and  for  a  com¬ 
mission,  when  apipr<^rlate. 

Using  the  above  criteria,  exporter’s  sales 
price  was  found  to  be  higher  than  the  third 
ooimtry  price  of  such  or  similar  merchan¬ 
dise. 

In  accordance  with  §§  153.33(a)  and 
153.37,  Customs  Regulations  (19  CPR 
153.33 (a) ,  153.37) ,  Interested  parties  may 
present  written  views  or  arguments,  or 
request  in  writing  that  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  afford  an  opportunity  to 
present  oral  views. 

Any  requests  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  afford  an  opportunity  to  pre¬ 
sent  oral  views  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  2100  K 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20229,  In 
time  to  be  received  by  his  office  not  later 
than  August  26, 1974.  Such  requests  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  statement  outlining 
the  issues  wished  to  be  discussed. 

Any  written  views  or  arguments  should 
likewise  be  addressed  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs  in  time  to  be  received 
by  his  office  on  or  before  September  16, 
1974. 

This  tentative  determination  and  the 
statement  of  reasons  therefor  are  pub¬ 
lished  pursuant  to  §  153.33  of  the  Cus¬ 
toms  regulations  (19  CFR  153.33). 
Dated:  August  9,  1974. 

[seal]  David  R.  Macdonald, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
[FR  Doc.74-18848  Filed  8-14-74:8:46  am] 


TELEVISION  RECEIVING  SETS,  MONO¬ 
CHROME  AND  COLOR,  FROM  JAPAN 

Tentative  Determination  To  Modify  or 
Revoke  Dumping  Finding 

A  finding  of  dumping  with  respect  to 
monochrome  and  color  television  sets 
from  Japan  was  made  in  Treasury  Deci¬ 
sion  71-76  which  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  March  10,  1971  (36 
FR  4597). 

After  due  investigation,  I  find  that 
monochrome  and  color  television  sets 
from  Japan  are  no  longer  being,  nor  like¬ 
ly  to  be,  sold  in  the  United  States  at  less 
than  fair  value  within  the  meaning  of 
the  Antidumping  Act,  1921,  as  amended 
(19  U.S.C.  160  et  seq.)  by  SMiy  Corpiora- 
tion  of  Japan.  Sales  of  monochrome  and 
color  television  sets  by  Sony  Corporation 
since  September  1970  have  been  at  not 
less  than  fair  value,  and  that  firm  has 
given  assurances  that  future  sales  of 
monochrome  and  color  televlsiMi  sets  to 
the  United  States  will  not  be  made  at  less 
than  fair  value. 

Accordingly,  notice  Is  hereby  given 
that  the  Department  of  the  Treasury  in¬ 
tends  to  modify  the  finding  of  dumping 
with  respect  to  monochrome  and  color 
television  sets  from  Japan  to  exclude 
those  sets  produced  and  sold  by  Sony 
Corporation  of  Japan  from  the  finding. 

In'accordance  with  S  153.37,  Customs 
Regulations  (19  CFR  153.37),  interested 
persons  may  present  written  views  or 
arguments,  or  request  in  writing  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  afford  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  present  oral  views. 

Any  requests  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  afford  an  opportimity  to  pre¬ 
sent  oral  views  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs,  2100  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20229,  in  time  to 
be  received  by  his  office  cm  or  before 
September  16,  1974.  Such  requests  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  statement  outlining 
the  Issues  wished  to  be  discussed. 

Any  written  views  or  arguments  should 
likewise  be  addressed  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs  in  time  to  be  received 
by  his  office  on  or  before  September  16, 
1974. 

This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
§  153.41(c)  of  the  Customs  Regulations 
(19  CFR  153.41(c)). 

[seal]  David  R.  Macdonald, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

August  12, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74^18847  FUed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

ARMY  AND  AIR  FORCE  EXCHANGE  AND 
MOTION  PICTURE  SERVICES  CIVILIAN 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Atjgttst  15,  1974. 

The  Civilian  Advisory  Committee  to 
the  Board  of  Directors,  Army  and  Air 
Force  Exchange  .and  Motion  Pictures 
Services,  will  hold  a  closed  meeting  on 
September  11,  1974  at  Headquarters, 
Army  and  Air  Force  Exchange  Service, 
Dallas,  Texas  75222. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  fur¬ 
nish  commercial  and  financial  Informa¬ 
tion  and  advice  of  a  privileged  or  con¬ 
fidential  nature  to  the  Board  of  Directors 
on  one  or  more  matters  under  considera¬ 
tion  by  the  Board. 

Any  persons  desiring  Information 
about  the  committee  may  telephone 
(202-697-3336)  or  write  the  Executive 
Secretary,  Board  of  Directors,  Army  and 
Air  Force  Exchange  and  Motion  Picture 
Services,  Room  5E  479,  The  Pentagon, 
Washington,  D.C,  20310. 

Harlan  W,  Tucker, 

Colonel,  USA, 

Executive  Secretary,  AAFEMPS. 

[FB  Doc.74-18794  PUed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
ALASKA 

Filing  of  Plat  of  Survey 

1.  Plat  of  survey  of  the  lands  described 
below  will  be  officially  filed  in  the  An¬ 
chorage  Land  Office,  Anchorage,  Alaska, 
effective  at  10:00  am.  September  23, 
1974. 

Copper  River  Meridian,  Alaska 
T.  9  N.,  R.  2  W., 

Sec.  23:  lots  1,  2,  8,  4,  6,  and  6,  E»/2NE‘4, 
ni:v4Sev4; 

Sec.  24:  all: 

Sec.  25:  lots  1, 2,  3.  4,  N14.  Ni^SEVi: 

Sec.  26:  lots  1, 2, 3,  4,  and  5; 

Sec.  36:  lots  1,  2,  3,  4.  6.  6,  7,  and  8, 
SV4NE%,  8K%NWV4,  NE%SW%,  8E»4. 

Containing  1,999.87  acres. 

2.  The  land  encompassing  this  survey 
lies  on  the  east  side  of  the  Gulkana  River 
and  encompasses  the  small  settlement  of 
Sourdough,  Alaska.  The  Richardson 
Highway  traverses  across  sections  24,  25, 
and  36. 

The  land  is  nearly  level  to  rolling. 
Most  of  the  rolling  land  is  along  Sour¬ 
dough  Creek,  which  traverses  across  sec¬ 
tions  24  and  25. 

The  timber  is  mostly  black  spruce  on 
the  higher  groimd,  with  white  spruce  and 
aspen  in  the  creek  bottom.  Undergrowth 
consists  of  willow  and  alder  brush  and 
berry  bushes. 

U.S.  Surveys  Nos.  3170  and  4424  are 
situated  in  the  northerly  portion  of  sec¬ 
tion  26  and  southerly  portion  of  section 
25. 

3.  The  public  lands  affected  by  this 
order  are  open  to  the  operation  of  the 


public  land  laws,  subject  to  any  valid  ex¬ 
isting  rights,  the  provisions  of  existing 
withdrawals.  Including  Public  Land 
Order  5418,  filed  March  28, 1974,  and  the 
requirements  of  applicable  law,  rules  and 
regulations. 

4.  Inquiries  concerning  the  lands 
sl^uld  addressed  to  the  Manager,  An¬ 
chorage  Land  Office,  555  Cordova  Street, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99501. 

Clark  R.  Noble, 

Land  Office  Manager,  Land 
Office,  Anchorage,  Alaska. 

August  8, 1974. 

{FR  Doc.74-18789  Piled  6-14-74:8:45  am] 


iS  1491] 

CALIFORNIA 

Proposed  Withdrawal  and  Reservation  of 
Minerals 

August  7, 1974. 

The  Corps  of  Engineers,  Sacramento 
District,  Department  of  the  Army,  Sac¬ 
ramento,  California,  has  filed  an 
amended  application,  serial  No.  S  1491, 
to  withdraw  the  mineral  estate  reserved 
to  the  United  States  imder  the  “Stock 
Raising  Homestead  Act,”  of  December 
29,  1916,  in  the  following  described  pat¬ 
ented  lands,  from  all  forms  of  appropri¬ 
ation  under  the  mineral  leasing  laws  and 
from  the  mining  laws  (30  U.S.C.  Chap¬ 
ter  2),  for  use  in  connection  with  the 
New  Melones  Lake  Project. 

All  persons  who  wish  to  submit  com¬ 
ments,  suggestions,  or  objections  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  proposed  withdrawal, 
may  present  their  views  in  writing,  on  or 
before  September  16,  1974,  to  the  under¬ 
signed  officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  U.S.  D^artment  of  ttie  Inte¬ 
rior,  Room  E-2841  Federal  Building,  2800 
Cottage  Way,  Sacramento,  California 
95825. 

The  Department’s  regulations  (43  CFR 
2351.4(c))  provide  that  the  authorized 
officer  of  the  Bureau  tA  Land  Manage¬ 
ment  will  undertake  such  investigations 
as  are  necessary  to  determine  the  exist¬ 
ing  and  potential  demand  for  these  re¬ 
sources. 

The  authorized  officer  will  also  prepare 
a  report  for  consideration  by  the  Srore- 
tary  of  the  Interior  who  will  determine 
whether  or  not  the  minerals  will  be  with¬ 
drawn  as  requested. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  on  the  appUcation  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register.  A 
separate  notice  will  be  sent  to  each  in¬ 
terested  party  of  record. 

If  circumstances  warrant,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place  which  will  be  announced. 

The  minerals  invcAved  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  are: 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian,  California 
T.  1  N.,  R.  13  E., 

Sec.  14.  WV4NWV4; 

Sec.  15.  E%KEi4.  S%NWViNE%.  BW% 

NEVi.  SiiNE^SWii.  eaB]48WVi. 

SE>4.SW»4BE>4; 

Sec.  22.  EV4NE%NW]4,  B^iW^NEViNWiL. 

NViSEy4NWi4, 


The  area  described  aggregates  450 
acres  in  Calaveras  and  Tuoclumne 
Counties. 

Walter  F,  Holmes, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Zlinerals  Operations. 
[FR  Doc.74^18791  PUed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


[NM  22537] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Application 

August  9, 1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
oi  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576) ,  Llano,  Inc.  has  applied  for  a  4  inch 
natural  gas  pipeline  right-of-way  across 
the  following  land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New  Mexico 

T.  20  S..  R.  80  E., 

Sec.  21,  W>^NE]4.  NW%  8E^. 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  .677  miles  of  national  resource 
land  in  Eddy  Coimty,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  PO. 
Box  1397,  RosweU,  NM  88201. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief.  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.74-18785  PUed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


[NM  20556] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Application 

August  9, 1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185) ,  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576),  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  has 
applied  for  a  2%  inch  natural  gas  pipe¬ 
line  right-of-way  across  the  following 
land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridan,  New  Mexico 
T.-26  N,  R.  9  W.,  Sec.  8,  S>4NW]4. 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  0.073  mile  of  national  resource 
land  in  San  Juan  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  Inform 
the  public  Uiat  ^the  Bureau  wUl  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  3550 
Pan  American  Freeway,  Albuquerque, 
NM  87107. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.74-18786  Filed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 
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imi  19974.  NM  21139] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Applications 

August  8,  1974. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  n.S.9.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576) ,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  has 
applied  for  two  4V^  inch  natural  gas 
pipeline  rights-of-way  across  the  follow¬ 
ing  lands: 

New  Mexico  Pbincipal  Mebxdian,  New  Mexico 
T.  22  S.,  R.  30  E.. 

Sec.  11.  W^NE%. 

T.  24  S..  R.  26  E., 

Sea  33.  SV4NWl^. 

'niese  pipelines  win  convey  natmal  gas 
across  0.695  miles  of  national  resource 
land  in  Eddy  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  In¬ 
form  the  public  that  the  Bm^u  win  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  apidlcatimi  should  be  approved,  and 
so,  und«:  what  terms  and  conditions. 
Intaiested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  1397.  RosweU,  NM  88201. 

Frio  K  Padilla, 

CMef,  Braitch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 
(VB  I>oa74-18787  Fltod  8-14-74;8:4S  Km] 

[N«w  Mexico  21791] 

NEW  MEXICO 

Prepoaad  Withdrawal  and  Reservation  of 
Lands 

August  9, 1974. 

The  Corps  of  Engineers,  Department  of 
the  Army,  has  filed  an  application.  Serial 
No.  NM  21791  for  the  withdrawal  of  the 
lands  described  below  frcun  all  forms  of 
entry  including  the  general  mining  and 
the  mineral  leasing  laws.  The  applicant 
desires  the  lands  for  the  construction,  op¬ 
eration  and  maintenance  of  the  Very 
Large  Array  Radio  Telescope  Project  of 
the  National  Science  Foundation. 

On  or  before  Sept^ber  16,  1974,  all 
persons  who  wish  to*  submit  comments, 
suggestions  or  objections  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  withdrawal  may  pre¬ 
sent  their  views  in  writing  to  the  under¬ 
signed  officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Department  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior,  Chief,  Division  of  Technical  Serv¬ 
ices,  P.O.  Box  1449,  Santa  Fe,  New 
Mexico  87501. 

The  authorized  officer  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  will  imdertake 
such  investigations  as  are  necessary  to 
determine  the  existing  and  potential 
demand  for  the  lands  and  ^eir  re¬ 
sources.  He  will  also  imdertake  negotia¬ 
tions  with  the  applicant  agency  with  the 
view  of  adjusting  the  application  to  re¬ 
duce  the  area  to  the  minimum  essential 
to  meet  the  applicant’s  needs,  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  maximum  concurrent  utili¬ 
zation  of  the  lands  for  purposes  oth^ 


thitn  the  applicant’s,  to  eliminate  lands 
needed  for  purposes  more  essential  than 
the  applicant’s,  and  to  reach  agreement 
on  the  concurrent  management  of  the 
lands  and  their  resources. 

He  will  also  prepare  a  report  for  con¬ 
sideration  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  who  will  determine  whether  or  not 
the  lanes  will  be  withdrawn  as  requested 
by  the  applicant  agency. 

’The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice  will 
be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of 
record. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  annoimced. 

’The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

New  MEXICO  Principal  Meridian 

A  strip  at  land  situate  In  the  N^^  of  Sec¬ 
tion  8,  Township  3  South,  Range  7  Weet, 
of  the  New  Mexico  Prlnclpral  Meridian,  So- 
eorro  County,  New  Mexico. 

Said  strip  of  land  being  8942.41  feet  long 
and  600  feet  wide,  parallel  to,  300  feet  to  the 
right  of  and  300  feet  to  the  left  of,  measured 
at  right  angles  to  the  following  described 
centerline  as  located  and  constructed  on  the 
ground: 

Beginning  at  a  point  on  the  north  bound¬ 
ary  of  Section  8,  Township  3  South,  Range  7 
West,  NMJ>M.,  that  bears  N.  89*62'41.6"  E., 
a  distance  of  1469.50  feet  from  the  section 
comer  common  to  sections  6,  6,  7  and  8, 
Township  8  South,  Range  7  West,  NMPJd; 

Thence  S.  05*07'24.1"  E.,  a  distance  of 
1636A6  feet  to  a  point; 

Ihence  S.  65*07'22.5"  E.,  a  distance  of 
1778.86  feet  to  a  point; 

Thence  S.  68*()7'24.5''  E.,  a  distance  of 
826.73  feet  to  a  point  on  the  north  right-of- 
way  Une  of  old  UB.  Highway  No.  60,  that 
bears  8.  09*39'41B"  W..  a  distance  of 
1690A2  feet  from  the  section  corner  com¬ 
mon  to  sections  4,  8.  8  and  9,  Township  3 
South.  Range  7  West,  NMJPJ4..  Socorro 
County,  New  Mexico,  containing  an  area  of 
83.42  acres,  more  or  less. 

A  strip  of  land  situate  in  the  SE^NE^  of 
section  8  and  the  S^NWi4  and  the  S^  of 
sectHm  9,  Township  3  South  Range  7  West, 
of  the  New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  Socor¬ 
ro  Coimty,  New  Mexico. 

Said  strip  of  land  being  5968.09  feet  long 
and  600  feet  wide,  parallel  to,  300  feet  to  the 
right  of  and  300  feet  to  the  left  of.  measured 
at  right  angles  to  the  following  described 
centerline  and  constructed  on  the  groimd: 

Beginning  at  a  point  on  the  south  right- 
of-way  of  old  U.S.  Highway  No.  60,  that  bears 
S.  01’64’16A”  W,  a  dlsUnce  of  1771.77  feet 
from  the  section  comer  common  to  sections 
4,  8,  8  and  9,  Townriiip  8  South,  Range  7 
West.,  NM.PJM.; 

Thence  S.  65*07'24.4"  E.,  a  distance  of 
78.48  feet  to  a  point; 

Thence  S.  66*07'24.6"  E.,  a  distance  of 
2949.46  feet  to  a  point; 

Thence  S.  65*07'26.9"  E.,  a  distance  of 
2945.16  feet  to  a  point  on  the  east  boundary 
of  section  9,  Township  3  South,  Range  7 
West,  N.M.P.M.,  Socorro  County,  New 
Mexico,  containing  an  area  of  82.21  acres, 
more  or  less. 

A  strip  of  land  situate  In  the  S^  of  section 
10,  S>^  of  section  13.  section  14,  N^  of  sec¬ 
tion  15  and  the  NV4  of  section  24,  Township 
3  South,  Range  7  West  and  the  NW  diagonal 
of  section  19,  Township  3  South,  Range  6 
West  of  the  New  Mexico  Prlnc^l  Meridian, 
Socorro  County.  New  Mexico. 


Said  strip  of  land  being  20,490.96  feet  long, 
and  600  feet  wide,  paraUel  to,  300  feet  to  the 
right  of.  and  300  feet  to  the  left  of,  measured 
at  right  angles  to  the  following  described 
centerline  as  located  and  constructed  on  the 
ground: 

Beginning  at  a  point  on  the  west  boundary 
of  section  10,  Township  3  South,  Range  7 
West.  NMJ»Jd..  that  bears  N.  0”10'09”  W..  a 
distance  of  1003.91  feet  from  the  section 
comer  common  to  sections  9,  10,  15  and  16, 
Township  3  South,  Range  7  West,  NMfM., 
Socorro  County.  New  Mexico; 

Thence  S.  66*07'27"  E.,  a  distance  of  1311.85 
feet  to  a  point; 

Thence  S.  65*07'28.7”  E,  a  distance  of 
2007.53  feet  to  a  point; 

Thence  S.  65*07'30.6"  E.,  a  distance  of 
1610.99  feet  to  a  point; 

Thence  S.  65*07'31.7"  E..  a  distance  of 
923.87  feet  to  a  point; 

Thence  S.  65°07'81A"  E.,  a  distance  of 
256.58  feet  to  a  point; 

Thence  S.  66*07'31.8"  E..  a  distance  of 
5123.47  feet  to  a  point; 

Thence  S.  65*07'32.6"  E.,  a  distance  of 
4377.84  feet  to  a  point; 

Thence  S.  es*07'35.2"  E.,  a  distance  of 
3276.69  feet  to  a  point; 

Thence  S.  65*07'37B"  E.,  a  distance  of 
1602.14  feet  to  a  point  that  bears  S.  41*58' 
46.1"  W..  a  distance  of  3369.43  feet  from  the 
section  comer  common  to  sections  17.  18,  19 
and  20,  Township  3  South,  Range  6  West, 
NM.PM.,  Socorro  County,  New  Mexico,  con¬ 
taining  an  area  of  282.25  acres,  more  or  less. 

A  strip  of  land  situate  In  the  southeast 
diagonal  %  of  section  19  and  the  S^^  of  sec¬ 
tion  20,  Township  3  South,  Range  6  West  of 
the  New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  Socorro 
County,  New  Mexico. 

Said  strip  of  land  being  6427.55  feet  long 
and  600  feet  wide,  parallel  to,  300  feet  to  the 
right  of  and  300  feet  to  the  left  of.  measured 
at  right  angles  to  the  following  described 
centerline  as  located  and  constracted  on  the 
ground; 

Beginning  at  a  point  that  bears  S.  41*58' 
46.1**  W.,  a  distance  of  3369.43  feet  from  the 
section  comer  common  to  sections  17.  18,  19 
and  20,  Township  3  South,  Range  6  West, 
NMPM.,  Socorro  County,  New  Mexico; 

Thence  S.  65*07'37B"  E..  a  distance  of 
3012.21  feet  to  a  point; 

Thence  S.  65*07'38.9"  E.,  a  distance  of 
3415.34  feet  to  a  point  on  the  south  boundary 
of  said  section  20,  that  bears  S.  88*56'01"  W., 
a  distance  of  1645.60  feet  from  the  section 
comer  common  to  sections  20,  21,  28  and 
29,  Township  3  South,  Range  6  West. 

NM.P.M.,  Socorro  Coimty,  New  Mexico,  con¬ 
taining  an  area  of  88.53  acres,  more  or  less. 

Less  and  except  New  Mexico  State  Highway 
No.  62  as  located  across  the  SEV4  of  section 
20,  Township  3  South,  Range  6  Weet, 

N.M.PM.,  Socorro  County,  New  Mexico. 

A  strip  of  land  situated  In  the  Wi^NE^ 
and  the  NW'/4  of  section  11,  Township  3 
South,  Range  8  West  of  ^e  New  Mexico 
Principal  Meridian,  Socorro  County,  New 
Mexico. 

Said  strip  of  land  being  3488.72  feet  long 
and  600  feet  wide,  parallel  to,  300  feet  to 
the  right  of  and  300  feet  to  the  left  of, 
measmed  at  right  angles  to,  the  following 
described  centerline  as  located  and  con¬ 
structed  on  the  ground: 

Beginning  at  a  point  on  the  north  bound¬ 
ary  (rf  section  11.  common  to  the  south 
boundary  at  seotion  2,  Township  3  South, 
Range  8  West,  NMJ*M.,  Socorro  County,  New 
Mexico,  that  bears  N.  89*40'42.9"  W..  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  2428.32  feet  from  the  section  comer 
common  to  sections  1,  2,  11  and  12,  Town- 
ah^  3  South.  Range  8  West,  NMBM,  So¬ 
corro  County,  New  Mexico; 

Thence  S.  66*62'40.7"  W..  a  distance  at 
8488.72  feet  to  a  point  on  the  west  boundary 
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of  said  section  11.  Township  3  South,  Range 
8  West,  N.M.PAI.,  that  bears  S.  0‘’08'15.2''  E., 
a  distance  of  1973.26  feet  from  the  section 
comer  common  to  sections  2,  3,  10  and  11, 
Township  3  South,  Range  8  West,  N.M.P.M., 
Socorro  County,  New  Mexico,  containing  an 
area  of  48.05  acres,  more  or  less. 

A  strip  of  land  situate  in  the  SE‘^SE^ 
SEV4  of  section  9  and  the  sy2NE‘4  and  the 
S>/4  of  section  10,  Township  3  South,  Range 
8  West  of  the  New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian, 
Socorro  County,  New  Mexico. 

Said  strip  of  land  being  5939.48  feet  long 
and  600  feet  wide,  parallel  to,  300  feet  to  the 
right  of  and  300  feet  to  the  left  of,  measured 
at  right  angles  to  the  following  described 
centerline  as  located  and  constructed  on  the 
ground; 

Beginning  at  a  point  on  the  east  boundary 
of  section  10,  common  to  the  west  boundary 
of  section  11,  Township  S.,  R.  8  West,  N.M. 
P.M.,  that  bears  S.  0°08'15.2"  E.,  a  distance 
of  1973.26  feet  from  the  section  comer  com¬ 
mon  to  sections  2,  3,  10  and  11,  Township  3 
South,  Range  8  West,  NM.P.M.,  Socorro 
County,  New  Mexico; 

Thence  S.  55*52'41.8’'  W.,  a  distance  of 
5939.48  feet  to  a  point  on  the  south  bound¬ 
ary  of  said  section  10,  Township  3  South. 
Range  8  West.  N.M.PJd.,  that  bears  S.  89*- 
26'57.8"  E.,  a  distance  of  371.44  feet  from 
the  section  comer  common  to  sections  9,  10. 

15  and  16,  Township  3  South,  Range  8  West, 
N.M.P.M.,  Socorro  County,  New  Mexico,  con¬ 
taining  an  area  of  81.81  acres,  more  or  less. 

Also  a  triangular  tract  or  parcel  of  land 
situate  in  the  NWViNW^  of  section  15, 
Township  3  South,  Range  8  West  of  the  New 
Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  Socorro  County, 
New  Mexico,  being  more  particularly  de¬ 
scribed  by  metes  and  bounds  as  follows; 

Beginning  at  a  point  on  the  section  corner 
common  to  sections  9,  10,  15  and  16,  Town¬ 
ship  3  South,  Range  8  West,  N  Jd.P.M.,  Socorro 
County,  New  Mexico; 

Thence  S.  89°26'S7.8"  E.,  along  the  north 
boundary  of  section  15,  Township  3  South, 
Range  8  West,  N.M.P.M.,  a  distance  of  898.80 
feet  to  a  point; 

Thence  S.  55°52'43.8"  W.,  a  distance  of 
1056.28  feet  to  a  point  on  the  west  boundary 
of  said  section  15; 

Thence  N.  02*  18*57''  W.,  along  the  west 
boundary  of  said  section  15.  a  distance  of 
601.65  feet  to  the  original  point  of  beginning, 
containing  an  area  of  6.20  acres,  more  or  less. 

A  strip  of  land  situated  in  the  EV4  aod 
SWV4  of  section  19.  Township  3  South,  Range 
8  West  of  the  New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian, 
Socorro  County,  New  Mexico. 

Said  strip  of  land  being  5560.56  feet  long 
and  600  feet  wide,  parallel  to,  300  feet  to  the 
right  of  and  300  feet  to  the  left  of,  measured 
at  right  angles  to  the  following  described 
centerline  as  located  and  constructed  on  the 
groimd; 

Beginning  at  a  point  on  the  east  bound¬ 
ary  of  section  19,  Township  3  South,  Range 
8  West.  N.M.P.M.,  that  bears  N.  0*22*09"  W., 
a  distance  of  3151.04  feet  from  the  section 
corner  common  to  sections  19,  20,  30  and  31. 
Township  3  South,  Range  8  West,  N.M.P.M.; 

Thence  S.  65*52*48"  W..  a  distance  of 
3852.90  feet  to  a  point; 

*rhence  S.  68*52*49.9"  W.,  a  distance  of 
1707.66  feet  to  a  point  on  the  south  bound¬ 
ary  of  section  19.  Township  3  South,  Range 

8  West,  N.M.P.M.,  which  point  bears  S. 
89*36*16.5"  E.,  a  distance  of  741.97  feet  from 
the  section  corner  common  to  sections  19 
and  30,  Township  3  South,  Range  8  West,  and 
sections  24  and  25,  Township  3  South.  Range 

9  West,  N.MP.M.,  Oatron  County,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  containing  an  area  of  76.59^  acres,  more 
or  less. 

A  strip  of  land  situate  in  section  25,  Town¬ 
ship  3  ^uth.  Range  9  West  of  the  New  Mex- 
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ico  Principal  Meridian,  Catron  County,  New 
Mexico. 

Said  strip  of  land  being  6374.96  feet  long 
and  600  feet  wide,  parallel  to,  300  feet  to  the 
right  of  and  300  feet  to  the  left  of,  measured 
at  right  angles  to  the  following  described 
centerline  as  located  and  constructed  on 
the  ground; 

Beginning  at  a  point  on  the  east  boundary 
of  section  25,  Township  3  South,  Range  9 
West,  N.M.P.M.,  Catron  County.  New  Mexico, 
that  bears  S.  0*23*58"  E.,  a  distance  of 
505.45  feet  from  the  section  corner  common 
to  sections  19  and  30.  Township  3  South, 
Range  8  West,  Socorro  County  and  sections 
24  and  25,  Township  3  South,  Range  9  West, 
NM.P.M.,  Catron  County,  New  Mexico. 

Thence  S.  65*62*60"  W.,  a  distance  of 
T78.38  feet  to  a  point; 

Thence  S.  65*62*51.5"  W.,  a  distance  of 
5596.58  feet  to  a  point  on  the  west  boundary 
of  said  section  25,  that  bears  N.  01*12*03" 
W.,  a  distance  of  1275.11  feet  from  the  section 
corner  common  to  sections  25.  26,  35  and  36, 
Township  3  South,  Range  9  West,  N.MJ».M., 
Catron  County,  Mew  Mexico,  containing  an 
area  of  87.81  acres,  more  or  less. 

A  strip  of  land  situate  in  the  SEi^  of  sec¬ 
tion  26,  Township  3  South,  Range  9  West  of 
the  New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  Catron 
County,  New  Mexico. 

Said  strip  of  land  being  2300.42  feet  long 
and  600  feet  wide,  parallel  to.  300  feet  to  the 
right  of  and  300  feet  to  the  left  of,  measured 
at  right  angles  to  the  following  described 
centerline  as  located  and  constructed  on 
the  ground; 

Beginning  at  a  point  on  the  east  boundary 
of  section  26,  Township  3  South,  Range  9 
West.  N.M.P.M..  that  bears  N.  01*12'03"  W.,  a 
distance  of  1276.11  feet  from  the  section 
corner  common  to  sections  25,  26,  35  and  36. 
Township  3  South,  Range  9  West,  N.M.P.M., 
Catron  County,  New  Mexico; 

Thence  S.  65*62*51.6"  W.,  a  distance  of 
78.51  feet  to  a  point; 

*rhence  S.  56*52*61.4"  W.,  a  distance  of 
2221.91  feet  to  a  point  on  the  south  bound¬ 
ary  of  said  section  26,  that  bears  S. 
89*32*23"  W.,  a  distance  of  1931.24  feet  from 
the  section  corner  common  to  sections  25, 
26,  35  and  36,  Township  3  South,  Range  9 
West.  N.M.P.M.,  Croton  County,  New  Mexico, 
containing  an  ares  of  32.69  acres,  more  or 
less. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  839.56 
acres,  more  or  less,  of  land  in  Socorro 
and  Croton  Counties. 

Michael  T.  Solan, 

Chief,  Division  of 
Technical  Services. 

(PR  Doc  74-18788  Piled  8-14-74;8;46  am] 


OUTER  CONTINENTAL  SHELF  OFFICIAL 
LEASING  MAPS,  GULF  OF  MEXICO 

Availability 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  official  Outer  Continental  Shelf  leas¬ 
ing  maps  for  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  are  now 
available: 

Corpus  Christ!.  NO  14-3  (27*-96* ) 

Port  Isabel,  NO  14-3  (26*-96* ) 

Bay  City  South  No.  1,  NO  16-4  (26*-94*) 
Oarden  Banks  South  No.  1,  NO  15-6 
(26*-92*) 

New  Orleans  South  No.  2,  NO  15-8  (26*-90*) 
MobUe  South  No.  3,  NO  16-1  (27  *-88*) 

Port  Myers  West  No.  2,  NO  16-6  (26*-«4*) 
Pensacola  S9Uth  No.  2,  NH  13-11  (28*-86*) 

These  maps  may  be  purchased  for 
$2.00  each  from  the  Manager,  Gulf  of 


] 

Mexico  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Office,  \ 
Bureau  of  Land  Mant^ement,  The  Plaza  | 
Tower,  Suite  3200,  1001  Howard  Avenue,  ^ 
New  Orleans,  Louisiana  70113, 

Curt  Berklund. 

Director,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management. 

(PR  Doc.74r-18783  Pilei  8-14^74;8;46  am] 


I INT  FES  74-45] 

KING  RANGE  MANAGEMENT  PROGRAM 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (c)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  has  prepared 
a  final  environmental  statement  for  the 
proposed  King  Range  Management  Pro¬ 
gram  in  Humboldt  and  Mendocino  Coun¬ 
ties,  California. 

The  environmental  statement  consid¬ 
ers  the  impacts  of  designation  of  the 
Area’s  boundaries,  development  of  a  mul¬ 
tiple-use  plan  and  implementation  pro¬ 
gram  and  draft  regulations  governing 
land  exchange  and  mining  in  the  Area. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  at 
the  following  locations: 

Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  18th  and  C  Streets  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20240,  telephone  (202)  343- 
6717. 

State  Director,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
2800  Cottage  Way,  Rm.  E-2841,  Sacramento, 
California  95825,  telephone  (916)  484-4641. 
District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  555  Leslie  Street,  Uklah,  CallfcM’nla 
95482,  telephone  (707)  462-3873. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  and  may' be  obtained  by  writing 
the  State  Director.  Please  refer  to  the 
statement  number  above. 

Dated:  August  13, 1974. 

Stanley  D.  Doremus, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 
(PR  Doc.74^18881  Piled  8-13-74:1 :26  pm] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

OIL  SHALE  ENVIRONMENTAL 
ADVISORY  PANEL 

Notice  cf  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Pub.  L.  92-463  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Oil  Shale  Environmental  Advisory  Panel 
will  be  held  on  September  9  and  10, 1974 
at  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  Energy  Re¬ 
search  Center,  Laramie.  Wyoming.  'The 
Panel  will  assemble  at  1 :30  p.m.,  on  Mon¬ 
day,  September  9  at  Ninth  and  Lewis 
Streets,  and  the  meeting  will  conclude  at 
4:30  p.m.,  on  Tuesday,  September  10. 

The  Panel  was  established  to  assist  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  in  the  per¬ 
formance  of  functions  m  connection 
with  the  supervision  of  oil  shale  leases  is¬ 
sued  under  the  Prototype  Oil  Shale  Leas¬ 
ing  Program.  The  purpose  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  is  to  be  briefed  on  Bureau  of  Mines 
Oil  Shale  research  and  tour  the  Laramie 
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Xadllty;  the  adoptloii  of  pcdlcy  gukle- 
llnes;  to  consider  alternative  water 
sources  for  development  of  Federal  oil 
shale  leases;  consider  exploration  plans 
for  tl>e  Utah  lease  tracts;  and  to  receive 
reports  from  D^artmental  officials. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  It  Is 
expected  that  space  will  permit  at  least 
70  persons  to  attend  the  session  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  Panel  members.  Interested 
persons  may  make  brief  presentations  to 
the  Panel  or  file  written  statements.  Re¬ 
quests  should  be  made  to  Mr.  William  L. 
Refers,  Chairman,  Ofllce  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  Department  of  the  Interior,  Room 
688,  Building  67,  Denver  Federal  Center, 
Denver,  Colorado  80225. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Mr. 
Henry  O.  Ash,  Office  of  the  Oil  Shale 
Envlranmental  Advisory  Panel,  Room 
820-A,  Building  67,  Denver  Federal  Cen¬ 
ter,  Denver,  Colorado  80225,  telephone 
Na  (303)  234-3275.  Minutes  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  available  for  public  inspection 
thirty  days  after  the  meeting  at  the 
Panel  office. 

Dated;  August  9, 1974. 

RoLAin)  G.  Robison,  Jr., 
Acfin{7  Deputy  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  for  Land 
and  Water  Resources. 

iro  Doo.74-18793  FUed  8-14-74;8:45  am] 


(TOT.  DES.  74-76] 

USE  OF  STEEL  SHOT  FOR  HUNTING 

WATERFOWL  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Draft 

Envtronmental  Statement;  Correction 

In  FR  Document  74-16806  appearing 
on  page  26764  in  the  issue  of  Tuesday, 
July  23,  1974,  paragraph  one  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  Pub.  L.  91-190,  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  has  prepared  a  draft  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  for  the  Use  of  Steel 
Shot  for  Himtlng  Waterfowl  In  the 
United  States,  and  Invites  written  com¬ 
ments  by  November  15, 1974. 

Dated:  August  9, 1974. 

Dottclas  P.  Wheeler, 
Acting  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

(PR  Doc.74-18751  Filed  8-14^74:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Farmers  Home  Administration 
(Designation  Number  A061] 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 
Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  found 
that  a  general  need  for  agricultural 
credit  exists  in  the  following  counties  In 
South  Dakota: 

Dewey 

•  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  found 
that  this  need  exists  as  a  result  a 


natural  disaster  consisting  of  drought 
from  March  1, 1974,  to  August  5, 1974. 

Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  these  areas  as  ellgttile  for  Emer¬ 
gency  loans,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  De- 
vekHiment  Act,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
93-237,  and  the  provisions  of  7  CFR 
1832.3(b)  Including  the  recommendation 
of  Governor  Richard  F.  Kneip  that  such 
designation  be  made. 

Applications  for  Emergency  loans  must 
be  received  by  this  Department  no  later 
than  October  4,  1974,  for  physical  losses 
and  May  6,  1975,  for  production  losses, 
except  that  qualified  borrowers  who  re¬ 
ceive  initial  loans  pursuant  to  this  desig¬ 
nation  may  be  eligible  for  subsequent 
loans.  The  m^ncy  of  the  need  for  loans 
in  the  designated  areas  makes  it  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  inter¬ 
est  to  give  advance  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  and  invite  public  participa¬ 
tion. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  9th  day 
of  August  1974. 

Frank  B.  Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  74-18759  Filed  8-14-74;8:45  am] 


Forest  Service 

MULTIPLE  USE  PLAN  LIBBY  FACE 
PLANNING  UNIT 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (c)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture  has  prepared  a  final  environ¬ 
mental  statement  for  Multiple  Use  Plan, 
Libby  Pace  Planning  Unit,  Forest  Service 
Report  Number  USDA-PS-FES  (Adm) 
RI-74-69. 

The  environmental  statement  concerns 
a  proposed  implementation  of  a  revised 
multiple  use  plan  for  the  Libby  Face 
Planning  Unit,  Libby  Ranger  District, 
Kootenai  National  Forest,  and  located  in 
Lincoln  County,  Montana.  The  proposal 
affects  approximately  67,400  acres  of  Na- 
tlcmal  Forest  lands  which  have  been 
stratified  into  seven  management  situa¬ 
tions  or  units  with  similar  resource 
implications. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  filed  with  CEQ  on  August  7,  1974. 

Copies  are  available  for  Inspection 
during  regular  working  hoxirs  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations: 

USDA,  Forest  Service 

South  Agriculture  Bldg.,  Roran  S231 

lath  St.  and  Iud^>endence  Ave.,  SW. 

Washington,  D.C.  20250 

USDA,  Forest  Service 

Northern  Region 

Federal  Building 

Mlsaoula,  MT  69801 

Supervisor’s  Office 

Kootenai  National  Forest 

418  Mineral  Avenue 

Ubby,  MT  69923 

Libby  Ranger  District 

Libby  Banger  Station 

Libby,  MT  69923 


A  Qmlted  number  of  sini^e  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Forest  Super¬ 
visor,  F7oyd  J.  Marita,  Kootenai  National 
Forest,  Box  AS,  Libby,  MT  59923. 

Copies  of  the  wvlronmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the 
CEQ  guidelines. 

Keith  M.  Thompson, 
Acting  Regional  Forester, 
Northern  Region,  Forest 
Service. 

August  7,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-18790  Piled  8-14r-74:8;45  am) 


MULTIPLE  USE  PLAN— WARD-EAGLE 
PLANNING  UNIT 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  for  implementa- 
tkHi  of  a  revised  Multiple  Use  Plan  for 
the  Ward-Eagle  Planning  Unit,  Lolo 
National  Forest,  Mineral  Coimty,  State 
of  Montana;  Forest  Service  report  num¬ 
ber  USDA-FS-DES  (Adm.)  Rl-75-3 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  proposed  Multiple  Use  Plan  in¬ 
tended  to  provide  the  District  Ranger 
with  general  management  guidance  for 
the  31,770  acres  of  National  Forest  land 
In  the  Ward-Eagle  Planning  Unit.  The 
planning  imit  is  subdivided  Into  nine 
management  units  having  similar 
resource  potentials  and  problems. 

This  draft  environmental  statement 
was  filed  with  CJEQ  on  August  7,  1974. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection 
during  regular  working  hours  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations : 

USDA,  Forest  Service 
South  Agriculture  Bldg.,  Room  3231 
12th  St.  &  Independence  Ave.,  SW. 
Washington,  D.C.  20250 

USDA,  Forest  Service 
Northern  Region 
Federal  Building 
Missoula.  MT  59801 

USDA,  Forest  Service 
Lolo  National  Forest 
Building  24.  Fort  Missoula 
Missoula,  MT  59801 

USDA,  Forest  Service 
Superior  Ranger  District 
Superior.  MT  69872 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Forest  Super¬ 
visor  Jack  Large,  Lolo  National  Forest. 
Building  24,  Fort  Missoula,  Missoula, 
Montana  59801. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  state, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the 
CEQ  guidelines. 

Comments  are  invited  from  the  public, 
and  from  state  and  local  agencies  which 
are  authorized  to  develop  and  enforce 
environmental  standards,  and  from  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies  having  Jurisdiction  by  law 
or  special  expertise  with  respect  to  any 
environmental  impact  involved  fOT  which 
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Comment'S  have  not  been  requested 
specifically. 

Comments  emicemlHg  the  pn^xised 
action  and  requests  for  additional  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  addressed  to  Forest 
Supervisor  Jack  Large,  Lolo  National 
Forest,  Building  24,  Fort  Missoula,  Mis¬ 
soula,  Montana  59801.  Comments  must 
be  received  by  October  7,  1974,  in  order 
to  be  considered  in  the  preparation  of 
the  final  environmental  statement. 

.  David  C.  Terry, 
Acting  Regional  Forester, 
Northern  Region.  Forest 
Service. 

August  7,  1974. 

IFR  Doc  74-18792  PUeU  8  14-74;  8: 45  am| 


NORTH  RIVER  UNIT 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  for  the  North 
River  Planning  Unit,  <3eorge  Washing¬ 
ton  National  Forest,  Virginia,  USDA- 
FS-R8-EES  (Adm.)-74-4. 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  the  proposed  management  direc¬ 
tion  and  resource  allocation  for  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  George  Washington  National 
Forest,  known  as  the  North  River  Plan¬ 
ning  Unit. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  August  7, 
1974. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection 
during  regular  working  hours  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations; 

USDA,  Forest  Service 

So.  Agriculture  Bldg..  Room  3230 

12th  St.  &  Independence  Are.,  SW 

Washington,  D.C.  20250 

USDA,  Forest  Service 

1720  Peachtree  Rd.,  N.W.,  Room  804 

Atlanta,  Georgia  30309 

USDA,  Forest  Service 

George  Washington  National  Forest 

Federal  Building 

Harrisonburg,  Virginia  22801 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Ro^rt  W. 
Cermak,  Forest  Supervisor,  George 
Washington  National  Forest,  P.O.  Box 
233,  Harrisonburg,  Virginia  28801. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  state¬ 
ment  have  been  sent  to  various  Federal, 
State,  and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in 
the  CEQ  Guidelines. 

F.  Leroy  Bono, 
Regional  Forester. 

August  7,  1974. 

(FR  Doc.74-18799  FUed  8-14-74:8:46  am) 


Soil  Conservation  Service 
PINE  CREEK  WATERSHED,  TEXAS 
Negative  Declaration 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  PoUcy  Act  of 
1969;  part  1500.6e  of  the  Council  on  En¬ 


vironmental  Quality  Guidelines  issued 
on  August  1,  1973;  and  S  650.8(b)  (c)  of 
39  FR  19651  issued  on  June  3,  1974;  the 
Soil  -Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  Is  not 
being  prepared  for  floodwater  retarding 
structure  number  5,  an  independent  por¬ 
tion  of  Pine  Creek  Watershed,  Lamar 
County,  Texas. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  the  project 
will  not  create  significant  adverse  local, 
regional,  or  national  impacts  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  con¬ 
troversy  is  associated  with  the  inde¬ 
pendent  portiop  of  the  project.  As  a  re¬ 
sult  of  these  findings,  Mr.  Edward  E. 
Thomas,  State  Conservationist,  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service,  USDA,  First  National 
Bank  Building,  Temple,  Texas  76501,  has 
determined  that  the  preparation  and  re¬ 
view  of  an  environmental  statement  Is 
not  needed  for  the  independent  portion 
of  this  project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  prot^tion  and  flood  prevention. 
The  planned  works  of  improvement  for 
the  independent  portion  include  one 
single  purpose  floodw’ater  retarding 
structure. 

The  environmental  assessment  file  Is 
available  for  inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  following  location : 

First  National  Bank  BiUlding 
Temple,  TexM  76501 

No  administrative  action  of  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken 
until  15  days  after  the  date  of  this  notice. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.) 

Dated ;  August  9, 1974. 

William  B.  Davey, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources.  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

IFR  Doc.74-18761  FUed  8-14-74:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Maritime  Administration 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  BULK  LUMBER 
CARRIERS 

Notice  of  Intent 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  intent  of 
the  Maritime  Subsidy  Board,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  section  502(b)  of  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended, 
to  compute  the  estimated  foreign  cost  of 
the  construction  of  bulk  lumber  carriers 
of  about  40,000  dwt.  This  notice  super¬ 
sedes  the  “notice  of  intent”  dated  Sep¬ 
tember  18, 1973,  for  the  same  size  vessel, 
which  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  September  24,  1973. 

Any  person,  firm  or  corporation  hav¬ 
ing  any  interest  (within  the  meaning  of 
section  502(b))  in  such  computations 
may  file  written  statements  by  the  close 
of  business  on  August  30,  1974,  with  the 
Secretary,  Maritime  Subsidy  Board, 
Maritime  Administration,  Room  3099B, 
Department  of  Commerce  Building, 


14th  &  E  Streets  NW.,  Washington,  D.C, 
20230. 

Dated:  August  12, 1974. 

By  order  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy 
Board,  Maritime  Administration. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.74-18843  Plied  8-14-74:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Federal  Council  on  the  Aging 

COMMITTEE  ON  AGING  RESEARCH 
AND  MANPOWER 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Tile  Federal  Council  on  the  Aging  was 
established  by  the  1973  amendments  to 
the  Older  Americans  Act  of  1965  (Pub.  L. 
93-29,  May  3,  1973)  for  the  purpose  of 
advising  the  President,  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  the 
Commissioner  on  Aging  and  the  Congress 
on  matters  relating  to  the  special  needs 
of  older  Americans. 

The  Committee  on  Aging  Research 
and  Manpower  of  the  Council  will  meet 
on  September  9,  9  a.m.  to  5  p.m.  in  the 
offices  of  the  Federal  Council  on  the 
Aging,  Room  4022,  Donohoe  Building, 
400  6th  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
The  agenda  will  consist  of  the  following 
items;  delineate  Committee  functions 
within  broad  mission  assigned  by  Coun¬ 
cil,  identify  and  develc^  recommenda¬ 
tions  and  priorities  about  national  policy 
issues  within  Committee’s  jurisdiction 
and  initiate  plans  for  evaluating  the  re¬ 
lationships  between  and  among  the  Ad¬ 
ministration  on  Aging,  the  National 
Institute  on  Aging  and  other  Federal 
agencies  with  aging  research  and  man¬ 
power  training  missions.  Meeting  open 
to  public  observation. 

Cleonice  Tavani, 
Executive  Director, 
Federal  Council  on  the  Aging. 

August  2, 1974. 

|FR  Doc.74-18781  Piled  8-14-74;8:46  am] 


Food  and  Drug  Administration 
(DESI  9947;  Docket  No.  PD(>-D-62e: 

NDA  13-2171 

METAXALONE  TABLETS 
Drug  Efficacy  Study  Implementation 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  Novem¬ 
ber  16,  1972  (37  FR  24374) ,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  published  a 
notice  of  opportunity  for  hearing  on  his 
proposal  to  withdraw  approval  of  the  new 
drug  application  for  the  following  drug 
product; 

Skelaxin  Tablets  containing  metaxa- 
lone;  A.  H.  Robins  Co.,  Iiic„  1407  Cum¬ 
mings  Drive,  Richmond,  VA  23220  (NDA 
13-217). 

In  addition  to  the  holder(s)  of  the  new 
drug  application(s)  specifically  named 
above,  this  notice  applies  to  all  persons 
who  manufacture  or  distribute  a  drug 
product,  not  the  subject  of  an  approved 
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new  drug  application,  which  Is  identical, 
related,  or  similar  to  a  drug  product 
named  above,  as  defined  in  21  CFR  310.6. 

It  is  the  responsibility  of  every  drug 
maniifacturer  or  distributor  to  review 
this  notice  to  determine  whether  it 
covers  any  drug  product  he  manufactures 
or  distributes.  Any  person  may  request 
an  opinion  of  the  applicability  of  this 
notice  to  a  specific  drug  product  he 
manufactures  or  distributes  that  may  be 
identical,  related,  or  similar  to  a  drug 
product  named  in  this  notice  by  writing 
to  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Bureau  of  Drugs,  Office  of  Compliance 
(HFD-300),  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rock¬ 
ville,  MD  20852. 

The  basis  of  the  proposed  withdrawal 
of  approval  was  the  lack  of  substantial 
evidence  of  effectiveness.  Robins  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  and  the  material  sub¬ 
mitted  in  support  of  the  request  has  been 
imder  review. 

Based  upon  information  submitted  by 
the  maniifacturers  of  skeletal  muscle 
relaxant  drugs  and  a  review  of  available 
evidence,  the  Commissioner  has  con¬ 
cluded  that  new  evidence  in  the  form  of 
adequate  and  well-controlled  studies  has 
demonstrated  that  the  so-called  “skele¬ 
tal  muscle  relaxants”  are  effective  in  the 
treatment  of  discomfort  associated  with 
acute,  painful  musculo-skeletal  condi¬ 
tions.  Accordingly,  the  notice  of  opportu¬ 
nity  for  hearing  published  November  16, 
1972  is  rescinded  and  the  conclusions 
concerning  the  drug  are  set  forth  below. 

Such  drugs  are  regarded  as  new  drug 
(21  U.S.C.  321(p)).  Supplemental  new 
drug  applications  are  required  to  revise 
the  lal^ling  in  and  to  update  previously 
approved  applications  providing  for  such 
drugs.  A  new  drug  application  is  required 
from  any  person  marketing  such  drug 
without  approval. 

A.  Effectiveness  classification.  The 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  has  con¬ 
sidered  the  Academy’s  report,  as  well  as 
other  available  evidence,  and  concluded 
that  the  drug  is  effective  for  the  indica¬ 
tions  described  below  and  lacks  sub¬ 
stantial  evidence  of  effectiveness  for 
other  indications. 

B.  Conditions  for  approval  and  mar¬ 
keting.  The  Pood  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion  is  prepared  to  approve  abbreviated 
new  drug  applications  and  abbreviated 
supplements  to  previously  approved  new 
drug  applications  under  conditions 
described  below. 

1.  Form  of  drug:  The  product  is  in 
tablet  form  suitable  for  oral  administra¬ 
tion. 

2.  Labeling  conditions:  a.  The  label 
bears  the  statement,  “Caution:  Federal 
law  prohibits  without  prescription.” 

b.  The  drug  is  labeled  to  comply  with 
all  requirements  of  the  Act  and  regula¬ 
tions,  and  the  labeling  bears  adequate 
Information  for  safe  and  effective  iise 
of  the  drug(s).  The  indications  are  as 
follows: 

As  an  adjunct  to  rest,  physical  therapy, 
and  other  measures  for  the  reUef  of  discom¬ 
fort  associated  with  acute,  painful  musculo¬ 
skeletal  conditions.  The  mode  of  action  of 
this  drug  has  not  been  clearly  Identified,  but 
may  be  related  to  Its  sedative  properties. 


Metaxalone  does '  not  directly  relax  tense 
skeletal  muscles  in  man. 

3.  Marketing  status.  Marketing  of 
such  drugs  may  be  continued  under  the 
conditions  described  in  the  notice  en¬ 
titled  Conditions  for  Marketing  New 
Drugs  Evaluated  in  Drug  Efficacy  Study, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  July 
14,  1970  (35  FR  11273),  as  follows: 

a.  For  holders  of  “deemed  approved” 
new  drug  applications  (i.e.,  an  applica¬ 
tion  which  became  effective  on  the  basis 
of  safety  prior  to  October  10,  1962) ,  the 
submission  of  a  supplement  for  revised 
labeling  and  an  abbreviated  supplement 
for  updating  information  as  described  in 
paragraphs  (a)(1)  (i)  and  (hi)  of  the 
notice  of  July  14, 1970. 

b.  For  any  person  who  does  not  hold 
an  aproved  or  effective  new  drug  appli¬ 
cation,  the  submission  of  an  abbreviated 
new  drug  application  as  described  in 
paragraph  (a)  (3)  (i)  of  that  notice. 

c.  For  any  distributor  of  the  drug,  the 
use  of  labeling  in  accord  with  this  an- 
noimcement  for  any  such  drug  shipped 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Act  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (b)  of  that  notice. 

C.  Notice  of  opportunity  for  hearing. 
On  the  basis  of  all  the  data  and  infor¬ 
mation  available  to  him,  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  Drugs  is  unaware  of  any 
adequate  and  well-controlled  clinical  in¬ 
vestigation,  conducted  by  experts  quali¬ 
fied  by  scientific  training  and  experience, 
meetW  the  requirements  of  section  505 
of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (21  U.S.C.  355)  and  21  CFR  314.111 
(a)(5),  demonstrating  the  effectiveness 
of  thedrug(s)  for  the  indication(s)  lack¬ 
ing  substantial  evidence  of  effectiveness 
referred  to  in  paragraph  A.  of  this  notice. 

Notice  is  given  to  the  holder(s)  of  the 
new  drug  application(s) ,  and  to  all  other 
interested  persons,  that  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  Drugs  proposes  to  issue 
an  order  under  section  505(e)  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(21  U.S.C.  355(e)),  withdrawing  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  new  drug  application (s) 
(or,  if  indicated  above,  those  parts  of 
the  application (s)  providing  for  the  drug 
product(s)  listed  above)  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  and  supplements  thereto  providing 
for  the  indication(s)  lacking  substantial 
evidence  of  effectiveness  referred  to  in 
paragraph  A.  of  this  notice  on  the 
ground  that  new  information  before  him 
with  respect  to  the  drug  product(s), 
evaluated  together  with  the  evidence 
available  to  him  at  the  time  of  approval 
of  the  application  (s) ,  shows  there  is  a 
lack  of  substantial  evidence  that  the 
drug  product(s)  will  have  all  the  effects 
it  purports  or  is  represented  to  have 
under  the  conditions  of  use  prescribed, 
recommended,  or  suggested  in  the  label¬ 
ing.  An  order  withdrawing  approval  will 
not  issue  with  respect  to  any  applica¬ 
tion  (s)  supplemented,  in  accord  with 
this  notice,  to  delete  the  claim  (s)  lack¬ 
ing  substantial  evidence  of  effectiveness. 

In  addition  to  the  ground  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  withdrawal  of  approval  stated 
above,  this  notice  of  opportunity  for 
hearing  encompasses  all  issues  relating 
to  the  legal  status  of  the  drug  products 


subject  to  it  (including  identical,  related, 
or  similar  drug  products  as  defined  in 
§  310.6) ,  e.g.,  any  contention  that  any 
such  product  is  not  a  new  drug  because 
it  is  generally  recognized  as  safe  and  ef¬ 
fective  within  the  meaning  of  section 
201  (p)  of  the  act  or  because  it  is  ex¬ 
empt  from  part  or  all  of  the  new  drug 
provisions  of  the  act  pursuant  to  the  ex¬ 
emption  for  products  marketed  prior  to 
June  25,  1938,  contained  in  section  201 
(p)  of  the  act,  or  pursuant  to  section 
107(c)  of  the  Drug  Amendments  of  1962  ; 
or  for  any  other  reason. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  505  of  the  act  (21  U.S.C.  355) 
and  the  regulations  promulgated  there¬ 
under  (21  CFR  310,  314),  the  appli- 
cant(s)  and  all  other  persons  who  man¬ 
ufacture  or  distribute  a  drug  product 
which  is  identical,  related,  or  similar  to 
a  drug  product  named  above  (21  CFR 
310.6) ,  are  hereby  given  an  opportunity 
for  a  hearing  to  show  why  approval  of 
the  new  drug  application(s)  providing 
for  the  claim(s)  involved  should  not  be 
withdrawn  and  an  opportunity  to  raise, 
for  administrative  determination,  all  is¬ 
sues  relating  to  the  legal  status  of  a  drug 
product  named  above  and  all  identical, 
related,  or  similar  drug  products. 

If  an  applicant  or  any  person  subject 
to  this  notice  pursuant  to  21  CFR  310.6 
elects  to  avail  himself  of  the  opportunity 
for  a  hearing,  he  shall  file  (1)  on  or  be¬ 
fore  September  16,  1974,  a  written  no¬ 
tice  of  appearance  and  request  for  hear¬ 
ing,  and  (2)  on  or  before  October  15. 
1974,  the  data,  information,  and  anal¬ 
yses  on  whitdi  he  relies  to  justify  a  hear¬ 
ing,  as  specified  in  21  CFR  314.200.  Any 
other  interested  person  may  also  submit 
comments  on  this  proposal  to  withdraw 
approval.  The  procedures  and  require¬ 
ments  governing  this  notice  of  opportu¬ 
nity  for  hearing,  a  notice  of  appearance 
and  request  for  hearing,  a  submission  of 
data,  information,  and  analyses  to  justify 
a  hearing,  other  comments,  and  a  grant 
or  denial  of  hearing,  are  contained  in  21 
CFR  130.14  as  published  and  discussed 
in  detail  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
March  13,  1974  (39  FR  9750),  recodified 
as  21  CFR  314.200  on  March  29,  1974  (39 
FR  11680). 

The  failure  of  an  applicant  or  anj’  other 
person  subject  to  this  notice  pursuant  to 
21  CFR  310.6  to  file  timely  written  ap¬ 
pearance  and  request  for  hearing  as  re¬ 
quired  by  21  CnPR  314.200  constitutes  an 
election  by  such  person  not  to  avail  him¬ 
self  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing  con¬ 
cerning  the  action  proposed  with  respect 
to  such  drug  product  and  a  waiver  of 
any  contentions  concerning  the  legal 
status  of  such  drug  product.  Any  such 
drug  product  labeled  for  the  indica¬ 
tion  (s)  lacking  substantial  evidence  of 
effectiveness  referred  to  in  paragraph 
A  of  this  notice  may  not  thereafter  law¬ 
fully  be  marketed,  and  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  will  initiate  appro¬ 
priate  regulatory  action  to  remove  such 
drug  products  from  the  market.  Any  new 
drug  product  marketed  without  an  ap¬ 
proved  NDA  Is  subject  to  regulatory  ac¬ 
tion  any  time. 
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A  request  for  a  hearing  may  not  rest 
upon  mere  allegations  or  denials,  but 
must  set  forth  specific  facts  showing  that 
there  Is  a  genuine  and  substantial  Issue 
of  fact  that  requires  a  hearing.  If  It  con¬ 
clusively  appears  from  the  face  of  the 
data,  information,  and  factual  analyses 
in  the  request  for  the  hearing  that  there 
is  no  genuine  and  substantial  Issue  of 
fact  which  precludes  the  withdrawal  of 
approval  of  the  application,  or  when  a 
request  for  hearing  is  not  made  In  the 
required  format  or  with  the  required 
analyses,  the  Commissioner  will  enter 
summary  judgment  against  the  per¬ 
son  (s)  who  requests  the  hearing,  making 
findings  and  conclusions,  denying  a 
hearing. 

All  submissions  pm^uant  to  this  notice 
of  opportunity  for  hearing  shall  be  filed 
in  quintuplicate.  Such  submissions,  ex¬ 
cept  for  data  and  information  prohibited 
from  public  disclosure  pursuant  to  21 
U.S.C.  331  (j)  or  18  U.S.C.  1905,  may  be 
seen  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing  CTerk 
(address  given  below)  during  regular 
business  hours,  Monday  through  Friday. 

CommimicatJons  forwarded  In  re¬ 
sponse  to  this  notice  should  be  identified 
with  the  reference  number  DESI  6363, 
directed  to  the  attention  of  the  appro¬ 
priate  office  listed  below,  and  addressed 
to  the  Pood  and  Drug  Administration, 
5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20852: 

Supplements  (Identify  with  NDA  number); 
Office  of  Scientific  Evaluation  (HFI>-100) , 
Bureau  of  Drugs. 

Original  abbreviated  new  drug  appllcatlona 
(Identify  as  such) :  Generic  Drug  Staff 
(HFD-107),  Office  of  Scientific  Evalua¬ 
tion,  Bureau  of  Drugs. 

Submissions  pursuant  to  the  notice  of  op¬ 
portunity  for  hearing  (Identify  with  dock¬ 
et  number) :  Hearing  Clerk,  Pood  and 
Drug  Administration  (HPC-20),  Room  4- 
65,  Parklawn  Building. 

Requests  for  the  Academy’s  report;  Drug 
Efficacy  Information  Activity  (HPD-8) ,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Drugs. 

AU  other  communications  regarding  this 
announcement:  Drug  Efficacy  Study  Imple¬ 
mentation  Project  Manager  (HFD-101), 
Bureau  of  Drugs. 

(Sec.  502,  505,  62  Stat.  1060-53,  as  amended; 
(21  U.S.C.  352,  355)  and  authority  delegated 
to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Drugs  (21 
CFR  2.121.) 

Dated:  August  1, 1974. 

J.  Richard  (Trout, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Drugs. 

[FR  Doc.74-18736  Plied  8-14-74;8:45  am] 


I  DESI  11300;  Docket  No.  P<^D-684; 

NDA  11-3001 

ORAL  PREPARATIONS  CONTAINING 
CHLORZOXAZONE 

Drug  Efficacy  Study  Implementation 

The  Pood  and  Drug  Administration 
published  a  notice  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  of  September  11, 1969  (34  FR  14299) 
regarding  the  efficacy  of  the  foliowring 
drug; 

Chlorzoxazone  250  mg.  per  tablet 
(Paraflex) ;  marketed  by  McNeil  Labora¬ 
tories,  Inc.,  Camp  Hill  Road,  Pw’t 
Washington,  PA  19034  (NDA  11-300). 


In  addition  to  the  holder  (s)  of  the 
new  drug  application  (s)  specifically 
named  above,  ^is  notice  applies  to  all 
persons  who  manufacture  or  distribute 
a  drug  prodiK:t,  not  the  subject  of  an 
approved  new  drug  application,  which  is 
liientical,  related,  or  similar  to  a  drug 
product  named  above,  as  defined  In  21 
CFR  310.6.  It  is  the  responsibility  of 
every  drug  manufacturer  or  distributor 
to  review  this  notice  to  determine  wheth¬ 
er  it  covers  any  drug  product  he  manu¬ 
facturers  or  distributes.  Any  person  may 
request  an  opinion  of  the  applicability  of 
this  notice  to  a  specific  drug  product  he 
manufactures  or  distributes  that  may  be 
identical,  related,  or  similar  to  a  drug 
product  named  in  this  notice  by  writing 
to  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Bureau  of  Drugs,  Office  of  Compliance 
(HFD-300),  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rock¬ 
ville.  MD  20852. 

Other  drugs  included  in  the  notice  of 
September  11,  1969  are  not  affected  by 
this  notice. 

The  notice  stated  that  the  drug  was 
regarded  as  possibly  effective  and  lack¬ 
ing  substantial  evidence  of  effectiveness 
for  its  labeled  indications. 

Based  on  information  submitted  by 
the  manufacturers  of  skeletal  muscle  re-‘ 
laxant  drugs  and  a  review  of  available 
evidence,  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
Drugs  has  concluded  that  new  evidence 
in  the  form  of  adequate  and  well-con¬ 
trolled  studies  has  demonstrated  that  the 
so-called  “skeletal  muscle  relaxants”  are 
effective  in  the  treatment  of  discomfort 
associated  with  acute,  painful  musculo¬ 
skeletal  conditions,  as  set  forth  below. 

Such  drugs  are  regarded  as  new  drugs 
(21  U.S.C.  321  (p)).  Supplemental  new 
drug  applications  are  required  to  revise 
the  labeling  in  and  to  update  previously 
approved  applications  providing  for 
such  drugs.  A  new  drug  application  is 
required  from  any  person  marketing 
such  drug  without  approval. 

A.  Effectiveness  classification.  The 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  has  con¬ 
sidered  the  Academy’s  reports,  as  well 
as  other  available  evidence,  and  con¬ 
cludes  that; 

1.  The  drug  is  effective  for  the  indi¬ 
cations  described  below. 

2.  The  drug  lacks  substantial  evidence 
of  effectiveness  for  all  other  indications. 

B.  Conditions  for  approval  and  mar¬ 
keting.  The  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion  is  prepared  to  approve  abbreviated 
new  drug  applications  and  abbreviated 
supplements  to  previously  approved  new 
drug  applications  imder  conditions 
described  herein. 

1.  Form  of  drug:  The  product  is  in  tab¬ 
let  form  suitable  for  oral  administra¬ 
tion. 

2.  Labeling  conditions:  a.  The  label 
bears  the  statement,  “Caution:  Federal 
law  prohibits  dispensing  without  pre¬ 
scription.” 

b.  The  drug  is  labeled  to  comply  with 
all  requirements  of  the  Act  and  regula¬ 
tions,  and  the  labeling  bears  adequate 
Information  for  safe  and  effective  use  of 
the-<lrug(s).  The  Indications  are  as  fol¬ 
lows; 


Chlorzoxazone  Is  indicated  as  an  adjunct 
to  rest,  ph3r8lcal  therapy,  and  other  meas¬ 
ures  for  the  relief  of  dlacomfort  associated 
with  acute,  painful  musculo-skeletal  condi¬ 
tions.  ’The  mode  of  action  of  this  drug  has 
not  been  clearly  identified,  but  may  be  re¬ 
lated  to  Its  sedative  properties.  Chlorzox- 
fu:one  does  not  directly  relax  tense  skeletal 
muscles  In  man. 

3.  Marketing  status:  Marketing  of  such 
drugs  may  be  continued  under  the  con¬ 
ditions  described  in  the  notice  entitled 
“Conditions  for  Marketing  New  Drugs 
Evaluated  in  Drug  Efficacy  Study,”  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  July  14. 
1970  (35  FR  11273),  as  follows: 

a.  For  holders  of  “deemed  approved” 
new  drug  applications  (l.e.,  an  atH>llca- 
tlon  which  became  effective  on  the  basis 
of  safety  prior  to  October  10,  1962),  the 
submission  of  a  supplement  for  revised 
labeling  and  an  abbreviated  supplement 
for  updating  information  as  described  in 
paragraphs  (a)  (1)  (i)  and  (iii)  of  the  no¬ 
tice  of  July  14.  ;970. 

b.  For  any  person  who  does  not  hold  an 
approved  or  effective  new  drug  applica- 
ti(m,  the  submission  of  an  abbreviated 
new  drug  application  as  described  in 
paragraph  (a)  (3)  (1)  of  that  notice. 

c.  For  any  distributor  of  the  drug, 
the  use  of  labeling  in  accord  with  this 
announcement  for  any  such  drug  ship¬ 
ped  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Act  as 
described  in  paragraph  (b)  of  that  no¬ 
tice. 

C.  Notice  of  opportunity  for  hearing. 
On  the  basis  of  all  the  data  and  infor¬ 
mation  available  to  him,  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  Drugs  is  unaware  of  any 
adequate  and  well-controlled  clinical  In¬ 
vestigation.  conducted  by  experts  quali¬ 
fied  by  scientific  training  and  experience, 
meeting  the  requirements  of  section  505 
of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (21  U.S.C.  355)  and  21  CFR  314.111 
(a)(5),  demonstrating  the  effectiveness 
of  the  drug(s)  for  the  Indicatlon(s) 
lacking  substantial  evidence  of  effec¬ 
tiveness  referred  to  In  paragraph  A.2  of 
this  notice. 

Notice  is  given  to  the  holder  (s)  of  the 
new  drug  application  (s) .  and  to  all  other 
interested  persons,  that  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  Drugs  proposes  to  issue  an 
order  under  section  505(e)  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C. 
355(e)),  withdrawing  approval  of  the 
new  drug  application (s)  (or,  if  Indicated 
above,  those  parts  of  the  ai>pllcation(s) 
providing  for  the  drug  product (s)  listed 
above)  and  all  amendments  and  supple¬ 
ments  thereto  providing  for  the  indica¬ 
tion  (s)  lacking  substantial  evidence  of 
effectiveness  referred  to  in  iiaragraph 
A.2  of  this  notice  on  the  ground  that  new 
information  before  him  with  respect  to 
the  drug  product  (s) ,  evaluated  together 
with  the  evidence  available  to  him  at  the 
time  of  approval  of  the  application  (s), 
shows  there  is  a  lack  of  substantial  evi¬ 
dence  that  the  drug  product(s)  will  have 
all  the  effects  it  purports  or  is  represented 
to  have  under  the  conditions  of  use  pre¬ 
scribed,  recommended,  or  suggested  in 
the  labeling.  An  CH’der  withdrawing  ap¬ 
proval  will  not  Issue  with  respect  to  any 
application  (s)  supplemented.  In  accord 
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•with  this  notice,  to  delete  the  claim(s) 
lacking  substantial  evidence' of  effective¬ 
ness. 

In  addition  to  the  ground  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  withdrawal  of  approval  stated 
above,  this  notice  of  opportunity  for 
hearing  encompasses  all  issues  relating 
to  the  legal  status  of  the  drug  products 
subject  to  it  (including  identical,  related, 
or  similar  drug  products  as  defined  In 
S  310.6) ,  e.g.,  any  contention  that  any 
such  product  is  not  a  new  drug  because 
it  is  generally  recognized  as  safe  and 
effective  within  the  meaning  of  section 
201  (p)  of  the  act  or  because  it  is  exempt 
from  part  or  all  of  the  new  drug  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  act  pursuant  to  the  exemp¬ 
tion  for  products  marketed  prior  to  June 
25,  1938,  contained  in  section  201  (p)  of 
the  act,  or  pursiiant  to  section  107(c)  of 
the  Dnig  Amendments  of  1962;  or  for  any 
other  reason. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  505  of  the  act  (21  U.S.C.  355)  and 
the  regulations  promulgated  thereimder 
(21  CFR  310,  314),  the  appllcant(s)  and 
all  other  persons  who  manufacture  or 
distribute  a  drug  product  which  is  Iden¬ 
tical,  related,  or  similar  to  a  drug  product 
named  above  (21  CFR  310.6) ,  are  hereby 
given  an  opportunity  for  a  hearing  to 
show  why  approval  of  the  new  drug  ap- 
pllcation(s)  providing  for  the  claim(s) 
Involved  should  not  be  withdrawn  and 
an  opportunity  to  raise,  for  administra¬ 
tive  determination,  all  Issues  relating  to 
the  legal  status  of  a  drug  product  named 
above  and  all  identical,  related,  or  simi¬ 
lar  drug  products. 

If  an  applicant  or  any  person  subject 
to  this  notice  pursuant  to  21  CFR  310.6 
elects  to  avail  himself  of  the  opportimity 
for  a  hearing,  he  shall  file  (1)  on  or 
before  September  16, 1974,  a  written  no¬ 
tice  (ff  appearance  and  request  for  hear¬ 
ing,  and  (2)  on  or  before  October  15, 
1974,  the  data,  information,  and  analyses 
on  which  he  relies  to  Justify  a  hearing, 
as  specified  in  21  CFR  314.200.  Any  other 
interested  person  may  also  submit  com¬ 
ments  on  this  proposal  to  withdraw  ap¬ 
proval.  The  procedures  and  requirements 
governing  this  notice  of  opportimity  for 
hearing,  a  notice  of  appearance  and  re¬ 
quest  for  hearing,  a  submission  of  data. 
Information,  and  analyses  to  Justify  a 
hearing,  other  comments,  and  a  grant 
or  denial  of  hearing,  are  contained  in 
21  CFR  130.14  as  published  and  discussed 
in  detail  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
March  13,  1974  (39  FR  9750) .  recodified 
as  21  CFR  314.200  on  March  29,  1974  (39 
FR  11680). 

The  failure  of  an  applicant  or  any  other 
person  subject  to  this  notice  pursuant  to 
21  CFR  310.6  to  file  timely  written  ap¬ 
pearance  and  request  for  hearing  as  re¬ 
quired  by  21  CFR  314.200  constitutes  an 
election  by  such  person  not  to  avail  him¬ 
self  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing  con¬ 
cerning  the  action  proposed  with  respect 
to  such  drug  product  and  a  waiver  of  any 
contentions  concerning  the  legal  status 
of  such  drug  product.  Any  such  drug 
product  labeled  for  the  indication (s) 
lacking  substantial  evidence  of  effective¬ 
ness  referred  to  in  paragraph  A.2  of  this 
notice  may  not  thereafter  lawfully  be 


marketed,  and  the  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration  will  Initiate  appropriate 
regulatory  action  to  remove  such  drug 
products  from  the  market.  Any  new  drug 
product  marketed  without  an  approved 
NDA  is  subject  to  regulatory  action  any 
time. 

A  request  for  a  hearing  may  not  rest 
upon  mere  allegations  or  denials,  but 
must  set  forth  specific  facts  showing 
that  there  is  a  genuine  and  substantial 
issue  of  fact  that  requires  a  hearing.  If 
it  conclusively  appears  from  the  face  of 
the  data,  information,  and  factual  anal¬ 
yses  in  the  request  for  the  hearing  that 
thefe  is  no  genuine  and  substantial  issue 
of  fact  which  precludes  the  withdrawal 
of  approval  of  the  application,  or  when  a 
request  for  hearing  is  not  made  in  the 
required  format  or  with  the  required 
analyses,  the  Commissioner  will  enter 
summary  Judgment  against  the  per- 
son(s)  who  requests  the  hearing,  making 
findings  and  conclusions,  denying  a 
hearing. 

All  submissions  pursuant  to  this  notice 
of  opportunity  for  hearing  shall  be  filed 
in  (;^ntuplicate.  Such  submissions,  ex¬ 
cept  for  data  and  information  prohibited 
from  public  disclosure  pursuant  to  21 
U.S.C.  331  (J)  or  18  U.S.C.  1905,  may  be 
seen  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk 
(address  given  below)  during  regular 
business  hours,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Communications  forwarded  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  this  announcement  should  be 
identified  with  the  reference  number 
_  DESI  11300,  directed  to  the  attention  of 
the  appropriate  office  listed  below,  and 
addressed  to  the  Food  and  Drug  Admin¬ 
istration,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
MD  20852; 

Supplements  (Identify  with  NDA  number) : 
0£Boe  of  Scientific  Evf^luation  (HFD-lOO), 
Bureau  of  Drugs. 

Original  abbreviated  new  drug  applications 
(identify  as  such) :  Oenerlc  Drug  Staff 
(HFD-107),  Office  of  Scientific  Evaluation, 
Bureau  of  Drugs. 

Submissions  pursuant  to  the  notice  of  op¬ 
portunity  for  hearing  (Identify  with  docket 
number) :  Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (HFC-20),  Boom  4-65, 
Parklawn  Building. 

Bequests  for  the  Academy’s  report;  Drug 
Efficacy  Information  Activity  (HPD-8), 
Bureau  of  Drugs. 

All  other  communications  regarding  this  an¬ 
nouncement:  Drug  Efficacy  Study  Imple¬ 
mentation  Project  Manager  (HPD-101), 
Bureau  of  Drugs. 

(Secs.  502,  505,  62  Stat.  1060-63,  as  amended; 
(21  U.8.C.  352,  356)  and  the  authority  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Drugs 
(21  CFB  2.121) ). 

Dated:  August  1,  1974. 

J.  Richard  Crout, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Drugs. 

[FR  Doc.74-18737  Filed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


IDESI  11792;  Docket  No.  FDC-D-68.'>;  NDA 
11-792  etc.] 

SANOMA,  ETC. 

Drug  Efficacy  Study  Implementation 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
published  an  announcement  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  September  1,  1970  <35 


FR  13854)  regarding  the  efficacy  of  the 
following  drugs: 

1.  Sanoma;  carisoprodol  350  mg.  per 
tablet;  Pfizer  Laboratories  Division,  Pfi¬ 
zer  Laboratories  Division,  Pfizer,  Inc., 

235  East  42d  Street,  New  York,  NY  10017 
(NDA  12-158) . 

2.  Rela;  carisoprodol  350  mg.  per  tab¬ 
let;  Schering  Corp.,  1011  Morris  Avenue, 
Union,  NJ  07083  (NDA  12-155). 

3.  Soma;  carisoprixlol  350  mg.  per  tab¬ 
let  and  250  mg.  per  capsule;  Wallace 
Pharmaceuticals,  division  of  Carter- 
Wallace,  Inc.,  Half  Acre  Road,  Cranbury. 

NJ  08512  (NDA  11-792). 

In  addition  to  the  holder(s)  of  the  new 
drug  application (s)  specifically  named 
above,  this  notice  applies  to  all  persons 
who  manufacture  or  distribute  a  drug 
product,  not  the  subject  of  an  approved 
new  drug  application,  which  is  identical, 
related,  or  similar  to  a  drug  product 
named  above,  as  defined  in  21  C!FR  310.6. 

It  is  the  responsibility  of  every  drug 
manufacturer  or  distributor  to  review 
this  notice  to  determine  whether  it 
covers  any  drug  product  he  manufac¬ 
tures  or  distributes.  Any  person  may  re¬ 
quest  an  opinion  of  the  applicability  of 
this  notice  to  a  specific  drug  product  he 
manufactures  or  distributes  that  may  be 
identical,  related,  or  similar  to  a  drug 
product  named  in  this  notice  by  writing 
to  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Bureau  of  Drugs,  Office  of  Compliance 
(HFD-300) ,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
MD  20852. 

Other  drugs  included  in  the  announce¬ 
ment  of  September  1,  1970  are  not  af¬ 
fected  by  this  notice. 

The  September  1,  1970  announcement 
stated  that  the  above  drugs  were  re¬ 
garded  as  possibly  effective  and  lacking 
substantial  evidence  of  effectiveness  for 
their  labeled  Indications. 

Based  on  Information  submitted  by 
the  manufacturers  of  skeletal  muscle  re¬ 
laxant  drugs  and  a  review  of  available 
evidence,  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
Drugs  concludes  that  new  evidence  in 
the  form  of  adequate  and  well-controlled 
studies  has  demonstrated  that  the  so- 
called  “skeletal  muscle  relaxants”  are 
effective  in  the  treatment  of  discomfort 
associated  with  acute,  painful  musculo¬ 
skeletal  conditions.  No  studies  were  con¬ 
ducted  with  the  250  mg.  strength  of 
carisoprodol.  This  is  regarded  as  an  in¬ 
appropriate  dosage  strength  and  accord¬ 
ingly  lacks  substantial  evidence  of  effec¬ 
tiveness.  Accordingly,  the  revised  con¬ 
clusions  concerning  the  drugs  are  as  set 
forth  below. 

Such  drugs  are  regarded  as  new  drugs 
<21  U.S.C.  321(p)).  Supplemental  new 
drug  applications  are  required  to  revise 
the  labeling  in  and  to  update  previously 
approved  applications  providing  for  such 
drugs.  A  new  drug  application  is  required 
from  any  person  marketing  such  drug 
without  approval. 

A.  Effectiveness  classification.  The 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  has  con¬ 
sidered  the  Academy’s  reports,  as  well 
as  other  available  evidence,  and  con¬ 
cludes  that; 

1.  The  350  mg.  dosage  forms  ai’e  effec¬ 
tive  for  the  indications  described  below. 
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2.  The  350  mg.  dosage  forms  lack 
substantial  evidence  of  effectiveness  for 
all  other  indications. 

3.  The  dosage  form  containing  250  mg. 
carisoprodol  lacks  substantial  evidence 
of  effectiveness  for  all  indications. 

B.  Conditions  for  approval  and  mar¬ 
keting.  The  Pood  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion  Is  prepared  to  approve  abbreviated 
new  drug  applications  and  abbreviated 
supplements  to  previously  approved  new 
drug  applications  under  conditions  de¬ 
scribed  herein. 

1.  Form  of  drug:  The  products  are  In 
tablet  or  capsule  form  suitable  for  oral 
administration. 

2.  Labeling  conditions:  a.  TTie  label 
bears  the  statement,  “Caution:  Federal 
law  prohibits  dispensing  without  pre¬ 
scription.” 

b.  The  drug  is  labeled  to  comply  with 
all  requirements  of  the  Act  and  regtila- 
tions,  and  the  labeling  bears  adequate 
Information  for  safe  and  effective  use  of 
the  drug(s).  The  Indications  are  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Carisoprodcd  is  indicated  as  an  adjimot  to 
rest,  physical  theri^y.  and  other  measures 
for  the  relief  of  discomfort  associated  with 
acute,  painful  musculo-skeletcd  conditions. 
The  mode  of  action  of  this  drug  has  not 
been  clearly  Identified,  but  may  be  related 
to  its  sedative  properties.  Ccuisoprodol  does 
not  directly  relax  tense  skeletal  muscles  in 
man. 

3.  Marketing  status.  Marketing  of 
such  drugs  may  be  continued  under  the 
conditions  described  in  the  notice  en¬ 
titled  “Conditions  for  Marketing  New 
Drugs  Evaluated  in  Drug  EfBcacy  Study”, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register 
July  14.  1970  (35  FR  11273),  as  follows: 

a.  For  holders  of  "deemed  approved”, 
new  drug  applications  (i.e.,  an  applica¬ 
tion  which  became  effective  on  the  basis 
of  safety  prior  to  October  10,  1962),  the 
submission  of  a  supplement  for  reused 
labeling  and  an  abbreviated  supplement 
for  updating  Information  as  described  in 
paragraphs  (a)(l)(i)  and  (ili)  of  the 
notice  of  July  14. 1970. 

b.  For  any  person  who  does  not  hold 
an  approved  or  effective  new  drug  appli¬ 
cation,  the  submission  of  an  abbreviated 
new  drug  application  as  described  In 
paragraph  (a)  (3)  (1)  of  that  notice. 

c.  For  any  distributor  of  the  drug,  the 
use  of  labeling  in  accord  with  this  an¬ 
nouncement  for  any  such  drug  shipped 
within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Act  as 
described  in  paragraph  (b)  of  that 
notice. 

C.  Notice  of  opportunity  for  hearing. 
On  the  basis  of  all  the  data  and  informa¬ 
tion  available  to  him,  the  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  Drugs  is  unaware  of  any  ade¬ 
quate  and  well-controlled  clinical  in¬ 
vestigation,  conducted  by  experts  quali¬ 
fied  by  scientific  training  and  experience, 
meeting  the  requirements  of  section  505 
of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (21  U.S.C.  355)  and  21  CFR  314.111 
(a)(5),  demonstrating  the  effectiveness 
of  the  350  mg.  dosage  forms  of  carisopro¬ 
dol  for  the  indication(s)  lacking  substan¬ 
tial  evidence  of  effectiveness  referred  to 
in  paragraph  A.2  of  this  notice,  and  the 


250  mg.  dosage  form  for  all  of  its  indica¬ 
tions.  as  referred  to  in  paragraph  A.3  of 
this  notice. 

Notice  is  given  to  the  holder(s)  of  the 
new  drug  application  (s),  and  to  all  other 
Interested  persons,  that  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  Drugs  proposes  to  issue 
an  order  imder  section  505(e)  of  the 
Federal  Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(21  UJS.C.  355(e) )  withdrawing  approval 
of  that  part  of  NDA  No.  11-792  proidding 
for  the  250  mg.  product  and  withdrawing 
approval  of  those  parts  of  the  new  drug 
appllcation(s)  providing  for  the  350  mg. 
strength  product (s)  and  all  amendmoits 
and  supplements  thereto  providing  for 
the  Indicatlon(s)  lacking  substantial 
evidence  of  effectiveness  referred  to  in 
paragraph  A.  2  of  this  notice  on  the 
ground  that  new  information  before  him 
with  respect  to  the  drug  product(s), 
evaluated  together  with  the  evidence 
available  to  him  at  the  time  of  approval 
of  the  application(s),  shows  there  is  a 
lack  of  substantial  evidence  that  the 
drug  product(s)  will  have  all  the  effects 
it  purports  or  is  represented  to  have 
under  the  conditions  of  use  prescribed, 
recommended,  or  suggested  in  the  label¬ 
ing.  An  order  withdrawing  approval  win 
not  issue  with  respect  to  any  appllca- 
tion(s)  (providing  for  the  350  mg. 
strength)  supplemented,  in  accord  with 
this  notice,  to  delete  the  claim(s)  lack¬ 
ing  substantial  evidence  of  effectiveness. 

In  addition  to  the  ground  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  withdrawal  of  approval  stated 
above,  this  notice  of  opportunity  for 
hearing  encwnpasses  all  Issues  relating 
to  the  legal  status  of  the  drug  products 
subject  to  it  (including  identical,  related, 
or  similar  drug  products  as  defined  in 
§310.6),  e  g.,  any  contention  that  any 
such  product  is  not  a  new  drug  because 
it  is  generally  recognized  as  safe  and 
effective  within  the  meaning  of  section 
201  (p)  of  the  act  or  because  it  is  exempt 
from  part  or  all  of  the  new  drug  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  act  pursuant  to  the  exemp¬ 
tion  for  products  marketed  prior  to 
June  25,  1938,  contained  in  section  201 
(p)  of  the  act,  or  pursuant  to  section 
107(c)  of  the  Drug  Amendments  oi  1962; 
or  for  any  other  reason. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  505  of  the  act  (21  U.S.C.  355) 
and  the  regulations  promulgated  there¬ 
under  (21  CFR  310,  314),  the  appU- 
cant(s)  and  all  other  persons  who  manu¬ 
facture  or  distribute  a  drug  product 
which  is  identical,  related,  or  similar  to 
a  drug  product  named  above  (21  CFR 
310.6),  are  hereby  given  an  opportunity 
for  a  hearing  to  show  why  approval  of 
the  new  drug  applicatlon(s)  providing 
for  the  claim(s)  involved  and  for  the 
250  mg.  tablet  should  not  be  withdrawn 
and  an  opportunity  to  raise,  for  admin¬ 
istrative  determination,  all  issues  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  legal  status  of  a  drug  product 
named  above  and  all  Identical,  related, 
or  similar  drug  products. 

If  an  applicant  or  any  person  subject 
to  this  notice  pursuant  to  21  C7FR  310.6 
elects  to  avail  himself  of  the  opportu¬ 
nity  for  a  hearing,  he  shall  file  (1)  on 
or  before  September  16.  1974,  a  written 


notice  of  appearance  and  request  for 
hearing,  and  (2)  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  15,  1974,  the  data,  information,  and 
analyses  on  which  he  relies  to  Justify  a 
hearing,  as  specified  in  21  CFR  314.200. 
Any  other  interested  person  may  also 
submit  comments  on  this  proposal  to 
withdraw  approval.  The  procedures  and 
requirements  governing  this  notice  of 
opportunity  for  hearing,  a  notice  of 
pearance  and  request  for  hearing,  a  sub¬ 
mission  of  data,  information,  and  analy¬ 
ses  to  justify  a  hearing,  other  comments, 
and  a  grant  or  denial  of  hearing,  are 
contained  in  21  CFH  130.14  as  published 
and  discussed  in  detail  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  13, 1974  (39  FR  9750) , 
recodified  as  21  CTTt  314.200  on  March  29, 
1974  (39  FR  11680). 

The  failure  of  an  applicant  or  any 
other  person  subject  to  this  notice  pur¬ 
suant  to  21  CFR  310.6  to  file  timely  writ¬ 
ten  appearance  and  request  for  hearing 
as  required  by  21  CFR  314.200  constitutes 
an  election  by  such  person  not  to  avail 
himself  of  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing 
concerning  the  action  proposed  with  re¬ 
spect  to  such  drug  product  and  a  waiver 
of  any  contentions  concerning  the  legal 
status  of  such  drug  product.  Any  such 
drug  product  containing  250  mg.  carl- 
Eoprodol  and  any  such  drug  product 
containing  350  mg.  carisoprodol  labeled 
for  the  indlcation(s)  lacking  substantial 
evidence  of  effectiveness  referred  to  in 
paragraph  A.  2  of  this  notice  may  not 
thereaf^  lawfully  be  marketed,  and 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  will 
Initiate  appropriate  regiilatory  action  to 
remove  such  drug  products  from  the 
market.  Any  new  drug  product  mar¬ 
keted  without  an  approved  NDA  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  regulatory  action  any  time. 

A  request  for  a  hearing  may  not  rest 
upon  mere  allegations  or  denials,  but 
must  set  forth  specific  facts  showing  that 
there  is  a  genuine  and  substantial  issue 
of  fact  that  requires  a  hearing.  If  it 
conclusively  appears  from  the  fa<»  of 
the  data,  information,  and  factual  anal¬ 
yses  in  the  request  for  the  hearing  that 
there  is  no  genuine  and  substantial  issue 
of  fact  which  precludes  the  withdrawal 
of  approval  of  the  application,  or  when 
a  request  for  hearing  is  not  made  in'  the 
required  format  or  with  the  required 
analyses,  the  Commissioner  will  enter 
summary  judgment  against  the  person(s) 
who  requests  the  hearing,  making  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions,  denying  a  hearing. 

All  submissions  pursuant  to  this  no¬ 
tice  of  opportunity  for  hearing  shall  be 
filed  in  qulntuplicate.  Such  submissions, 
except  for  data  and  information  prohib¬ 
ited  from  public  disclosure  pursuant  to  21 
U.S.C,  331  (j)  or  18  U.S.C.  1905,  may  be 
seen  in  the  ofBce  of  the  Hearing  Clerk 
(address  given  below)  during  regular 
business  hours,  Monday  thru  Friday. 

Communications  forwarded  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  this  notice  should  be  identified 
with  the  reference  nuinber  DESl  11792, 
directed  to  the  attention  of  the  appro¬ 
priate  office  listed  below,  and  addressed 
to  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland 
20852: 
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Supplements  (Identify  wltli  NDA  number) ; 
Office  of  Sclentffic  Evaluation  (HFD-100), 
Bureau  of  Drugs. 

Original  abbreviated  new  drug  applications 
(identify  as  such) :  Generic  Drug  Staff 
(HFD-107).  Office  of  Scientific  Evaluation, 
Bureau  of  Drugs. 

Submissions  pursuant  to  the  notice  of  oppor> 
tunlty  for  hearing  (Identify  with  Docket 
Number) :  Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (HFO;30),  Boom  4-fi6, 
Parklawn  Building. 

Bequests  for  the  Academy’s  report:  Drug 
Efficacy  Information  Activity  (HFD-8), 
Bureau  of  Drugs. 

All  other  communications  regarding  this  an- 
nouncemmt:  Drug  Efficacy  Study  Imple- 
mentatlon  Project  Manager  (HFD-101), 
Bureau  of  Drugs. 

(Secs.  502,  605,  62  Stat.  1060-63,  as  amended; 
(21  UJS.C.  862,  365) )  and  the  authority  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  ot  Drugs 
(31  CFB  2.121). 

Dated:  Augurt  1, 1974. 

J.  Richard  Crout, 
Dtnctor,  Bureau  of  Drugs. 
[FB  Doe.74-18738  Plied  8-14-74;8:46  am] 

PubRe  Health  Service 

HEALTH  PROFESSIONS  AND  NURSING 
STUDENT  LOANS 

Determination  of  “Low-Income  Levels” 

Sectlona  741(1)  and  830(a)  of  the  Pnb- 
he  Health  Service  Act  as  implemented  by 
xegulatlona,  provide  that  the  Secretary 
of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare  may 
undertake  to  repay,  upon  appheation  by 
an  individual,  all  or  any  portion  of  such 
Individual’s  educational  loans  made  sub- 
ae<nient  to  November  17.  1971.  tor  meet¬ 
ing  hia  costs  at  a  school  of  medicine, 
oste(H?athy,  dentistry,  veterinary  medi¬ 
cine.  optometry,  pharmacy,  podiatry,  or 
nuririwg  when  the  Secretaiy  determines 
that  the  individual: 

(1)  Failed  subsequent  to  November  17, 
1971,  to  complete  the  health  professions 
studies  leading  to  his  first  professional 
degree  or  the  specified  nursing  studies, 
with  respect  to  which  such  loan(s)  was 
made; 

(2)  Is  in  ^epUonally  needy  circum¬ 
stances; 

(3)  Is  from  a  low-income  or  disad¬ 
vantaged  family;  and 

(4)  Has  not  resumed  or  cannot  reason¬ 
ably  be  expected  to  resume  the  comse  of 
study  within  two  years  following  the  date 
upon  which  he  terminated  such  studies. 

Sections  57.217(c)  and  57.317(c)  of 
the  implementing  regulations  (42  CFR 
Part  57,  Subparts  C  and  D)  require  that 
the  Secretary  publish  annually  in  the 
Federal  Register  the  low-income  levels 
which  will  be  utilized  in  determining  an 
applicant’s  eligibility  under  these  pro¬ 
visions. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  in¬ 
come  levels  indicated  below  will  be  used 
in  determination  of  what  constitutes  a 
“low-income  family’’  for  purposes  of  re- 
pa3mient  of  educational  loans  by  the 
Secretary  pursuant  to  sections  741(1) 
and  830(a)  of  the  PHS  Act.  Further, 
these  income  levels  together  with  other 
relevant  factors  such  as  value  of  assets. 


unusual  expenses,  income  available  to 
the  individual  etc.  will  be  taken  into  con¬ 
sideration  in  determining  whettier  the 
applicant  is  “in  exceptionally  needy 
circumstances’*  or  is  from  a  “disadvan¬ 
taged  family.” 

’The  income  levels  have  been  derived 
from  low-income  thresholds  published 
by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  the  Census, 
utilizing  an  index  adopted  by  a  Federal 
Interagency  Committee  for  use  in  a 
variety  of  Federal  programs,  multiplied 
by  a  factor  of  1.3  for  adaption  to  the 
Health  Professions  and  Nursing  Student 
Loan  Programs,  and  updated  to  reflect 
the  average  level  of  the  Consumer  Price 
Index  through  July  1973. 

Size  of  parents 

family  {include  Income  level* 

only  dependenta  {edfusted  groaa 

liated  on  Federal  Income  for  cal- 

income  tax  form)  endar  year  1973) 

1  _  22.900 

2  _ 8.800 

8 _  4.800 

4 _  8.800 

8 _  6,800 

6  or  more _  7,700 

*  Boiunded  to  $100. 

Dated:  July  26. 1974. 

Kenneth  M.  Endicott, 
Administrator.  Health 
Resources  Administration. 
[FB  Doe.74-18813  FUed  8-14-74;8:48  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Officaaf  Interstate  Land  Sales 
Registration 
[Docket  No.  19-74-248] 

LAKE  LUCIE  ESTATES.  INC.,  ET  AL 
Notice  of  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that; 

1.  Lake  Lucie  Estates.  Inc.,  its  (^cers 
and  agents,  hereinafter  refored  to  as 
“Respemdent,”  being  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Interstate  Land  Sales  Pull 
Disclosure  Act  (Pub.  L.  90-448)  (15  UH.C. 
1701  et  seq.),  received  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
ceedings  and  opportunity  for  hearing 
dated  June  3, 1974,  which  was  sent  to  the 
developer  pursuant  to  15  UH.C.  1706(d) 
and  24  CFR  1710.45(b)  (1)  informing  the 
developer  of  information  obtained  by  the 
Office  of  Interstate  Land  Sales  Registra¬ 
tion  showing  that  a  change  had  occurred 
which  affected  material  facts  in  the  De¬ 
veloper’s  Statement  of  Record  for  Lake 
Lucie  Gardens  located  in  Florida  and  the 
failiure  of  the  Developer  to  amend  the 
pertinent  sections  of  the  Statement  of 
Record  and  Property  Report. 

2.  The  Respondent  filed  an  answer 
Jime  17,  1974,  in  answer  to  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  the  notice  of  proceedings  and 
opportunity  for  a  hearing. 

3.  In  said  Answer  the  Respondent  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  allegations  con¬ 
tained  in  the  notice  of  proceedings  and 
opportunity  for  a  hearing. 

4.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24  CFR 
1720.160(b) :  It  is  hereby  ordered.  ’That 
a  public  hearing  for  the  pmpose  of  tak¬ 


ing  evidence  on  the  questions  set  forth 
in  the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Oppor- 
timlty  for  Hearing  will  be  held  b^ore 
Administrative  Law  Judge  John  J.  Mc¬ 
Carthy.  in  room  7155,  Department  of 
HDD  Building.  451  7th  Street,  SW.. 
Washington.  D.C.  on  August  20,  1974, 
at  2  pjn. 

’The  following  time  and  procedure  is 
applicable  to  such  hearing: 

AU  affidavits  and  a  list  of  all  wltnasses  are 
requested  to  be  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerit, 
HUD  Building,  Boom  10150,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20410  on  or  before  August  12,  1974. 

6.  The  Respondent  is  hereby  notified 
that  failure  to  appear  at  the  above 
scheduled  hearing  shall  be  deemed  a  de¬ 
fault  and  the  proceeding  shall  be  deter¬ 
mined  against  Respondent,  the  aUega- 
tions  of  which  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
true,  smd  an  order  Suspending  the  State¬ 
ment  of  Record,  herein  identified,  shall 
be  issued  pursuant  to  24  C^FR  1710.45 
(b)(1). 

This  notice  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Respondent  forthwith  pursuant  to  24 
CFR  1720.440. 

Dated:  August  9, 1974. 

By  the  Secretary. 

Alan  J.  Kappblsr. 

Acting  Interstate  Land 
Sales  Administrator. 

[PR  Doc.74-18803  PUed  8-14-74;8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Coast  Guard 

[COD  74-181] 

FORMULATION  OF  STANDARDS  FOR  BOAT 
FUEL  AND  ELECTRICAL  SYSTEMS 

Open  Meeting 

The  Boating  Standards  Dlvlslim  (G- 
BBC)  of  the  Coast  Guard  Office  of  Boat¬ 
ing  Safety  will  hold  an  informal  meeting 
on  27  August  1974  to  receive  comments 
on  the  appropriateness  of  establishing 
requirements  for  shock  testing  of  fuel 
tanks  and  for  establishing  requirements 
for  maximum  allowable  current  capaci¬ 
ties  for  various  types  of  electrical  con¬ 
ductors  on  boats.  These  requirements 
may  be  incorporated  into  standards  for 
boat  fuel  and  electrical  systems  to  be 
published  as  proposed  rulemaking  at  a 
future  date. 

’The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Representatives  of  the  American  Boat 
and  Yacht  Council,  the  Society  of  Auto¬ 
motive  Engineers,  the  National  Fire  Pro¬ 
tection  Association,  the  Boating  Indus¬ 
tries  Association,  and  the  Boating  Safety 
Advisory  Council  Fuel  and  Electrical 
Systems.  Panel  have  been  invited  to  at¬ 
tend  and  present  their  views.  However, 
any  interested  person  may  also  express 
their  views  by  filing  a  written  statement 
with  the  Chief,  Boating  Standards  Divi¬ 
sion  before,  during,  or  after  the  meeting. 
To  the  extent  that  time  permits,  the 
Chief,  Boating  Standards  Division  will 
also  allow  presentation  of  oral  statements 
at  the  meeting.  If  possible,  persons  mak¬ 
ing  such  oral  statements  should  also  sub- 
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mlt  a  written  copy  or  transcript  of  their 
statements  before,  during,  or  after  the 
meeting. 

Depending  on  avaUable  space  In  the 
meeting  room,  public  attendance  may  be 
limited  to  those  persons  who  have  noti¬ 
fied  the  Chief,  Boating  Standards  Divi¬ 
sion  in  writing,  at  least  five  working  days 
prior  to  the  meeting,  of  their  intention 
to  attend. 

The  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  4117, 
Trans  Point  Building,  2nd  and  V  Streets, 
SW.,  Washington,  DC.  on  27  August  1974, 
commencing  at  9  a.m. 

All  written  communications  concerning 
the  meeting  should  be  addressed  to  the 
C(xnmandant  (G-BBC/62),  U.S.  Coast 
Guard,  Washington,  D.C.  20590.  Copies  of 
the  shock  test  methods  and  current  ca¬ 
pacity  requirements  to  be  considered  at 
the  meeting  will  be  available  in  the  meet¬ 
ing  room  or  may  be  obtained  in  advance 
by  calling  Lt.  John  McBride  at  (202)  426- 
4028  or  by  writing  to  the  address  above. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  7  Au¬ 
gust  1974. 


(OOD  74-183] 

SEABULK  TANKERS  LTD. 
Registration  of  House  Rag  and  Funnel  Mark 

1.  The  Commandant,  United  States 
Coast  Guard,  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  46  CPR  67.87-5,  Issued  under 
the  authority  of  the  Act  of  May  28,  1908, 
as  amended  (46  U.S.C.  49) ,  has  registered 
the  house  fiag  and  funnel  mark  of  Sea- 
bulk  Tankers  Limited  as  described  below: 

(a)  The  House  Flag — The  house  fiag 
has  the  shape  of  a  swallowtail  pennant. 
The  hoist  is  3  feet  and  the  fiy  5  feet. 
Superimposed  and  centered  on  a  royal 
blue  field  Is  a  white  circle  30  inches  in 
diameter  edged  by  an  interrupted  gold 
band  resembling  a  rope  1  and  V2  inch 
wide.  Each  segment  of  the  gold  band  is 
2  Inches  high  with  a  0.7  inch  s{>ace  be¬ 
tween  each  segment.  The  segments  are  in 
the  shape  of  a  parallelogram.  Centered 
and  supeiimpos^  on  the  white  circle  is  a 
gold  old-fashioned  stock  anchor.  Cen¬ 
tered  and  superimposed  on  the  anchor  Is 
the  letter  “S.”  in  royal  blue. 


A.  P.  PUGARO, 

Captain,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Acting  Chief,  Office  of  BoaU 
ing  Safety. 

[FK  Doc.74-18774  FQed  8-14-74;8:46  am] 


[COD  74-176] 

S  &  E  SHIPPING  CORP. 
Registration  of  House  Flag  and  Funnel  Mark 

1.  The  Commandant.  United  States 
Coast  Guard,  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  46  CPR  67.87-5,  Issued  imder 
the  authority  of  the  Act  of  May  28. 1908, 
as  amended  (46  U.S.C.  49) ,  has  registered 
the  house  fiag  and  funnel  mark  of  S  &  E 
Shilling  Corporation  as  described  below: 

(a)  House  Flag — ^The  house  fiag  is  rec¬ 
tangular  In  shape.  The  hoist  is  5  feet  and 
the  fly  8  feet.  Superimposed  and  cen¬ 
tered  on  an  imperial  blue  field  are  the  let¬ 
ters  “S-E.”  The  letters  and  the  hyphen 
are  white.  ProportiMiate  dimensions  (the 
hoist  of  5  feet  being  equal  In  proportion 
to  the  figure  1.0)  are;  hoist,  1.0;  fly,  1.6; 
height  of  lettering  “S-E,”  .4;  width  of 
lettering,  1.0;  distance  from  top  of  letter¬ 
ing  to  t(^  of  fiag.  .3;  distance  from  bot¬ 
tom  of  lettering  to  bottom  of  flag,  .3 ;  dis¬ 
tance  of  lettering  from  each  side  of  flag, 
.3;  width  of  white  lettering,  .04. 

(b)  Funnel  Mark — The  fiuinel  is  black. 
Aroimd  the  funnel,  4  feet  from  the  top 
of  the  fimnel,  is  an  Imperial  blue  band 
bordered  by  white  stripes  at  the  top  and 
bottom.  The  height  of  the  funnel  mark  is 
8  feet.  Each  bordering  white  stripe  Is  10 
Inches  in  height.  The  inu>erial  blue  band 
is  76  inches  in  height. 

2.  A  colored  scale  replica  drawing  of 
the  house  flag  and  funnel  mark  Is  on  file 


Proportionate  dimensions  of  the  house 
flag  (the  hoist  of  3  feet  being  equal  to 
1.0)  are:  fly,  1.666;  length  of  each  fly 
of  the  swallowtail,  0.472;  diameter  of  the 
white  circle,  0.833;  height  of  the  letter 
“S,”  0.500;. width  of  the  letter  “S,”  0.361; 
height  of  the  gold  anchor.  0.388;  width 
of  the  flukes  of  the  anchor,  0.166;  width 
of  the  stock  of  the  anchor,  0.083;  seg¬ 
ments  of  the  gold  rope  trim  on  the  white 
circle.  0.055  high,  0.042  wide;  horizontal 
distance  from  hoist  to  left  edge  of  circle. 
0.292;  horizontal  distance  from  notch  of 
swallowtail  to  right  edge  of  circle,  0.250; 
vertical  distance  from  top  and  bottom  of 
circle  to  edge  of  fly,  0.042;  horizontal  dis¬ 
tance  from  left  and  right  leading  edges 
of  letter  “S”  to  edge  of  circle,  0.180; 
vertical  distance  of  letter  “S”  to  the  top 
and  bottom  of  circle,  0.055. 

(b)  Funnel  Mark — ^The  funnel  Is 
white,  surmounted  with  a  tapered  black 
deflector  cap.  extending  2  feet  abaft  the 
top  of  the  trailing  edge  of  the  funnel. 
Around  the  funnel  Is  a  royal  blue  band  on 
which  there  Is  centered  vertically,  and 
offset  forward  horizontally  1  foot  from 
center,  the  Seabulk  emblem,  circular  in 
shape.  The  proportionate  dimensions 
(the  diameter  of  the  funnel  at  the  center 
of  the  blue  band  being  equal  to  1.0)  are: 
total  height  of  funnel,  2.435;  center  width 
of  the  blue  band,  1.0;  top  width  of  the 
blue  band  0.971;  bottom  width  of  the 
blue  band.  0.072;  distance  from  top 
of  funnel  to  top  of  blue  band,  0.478;  dis¬ 
tance  from  top  of  funnel  to  center  of 
blue  band,  0.826;  distance  from  edge  of 
funnel  to  bottom  of  blue  band,  1.261; 


with  the  Federal  Register  Division,  Na-  height  of  blue  band,  0.696;  height  of  em- 
tlonal  Archives  and  Records  Service.  blem,  0.522;  distance  from  edge  of  em- 


with  the  Federal  Register  Division,  Na¬ 
tional  Archives  and  Records  Service. 

Dated:  August  5, 1974. 

W.  M.  Benkert, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief,  Office  of  Merchant  Ma¬ 
rine  Safety. 

[FR  Doc.74-18775  Filed  8-14-74;8:45  am] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Noe.  50-254  and  60-r265] 

COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO.  AND 
lOWA-ILLINOIS  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility 
Licenses 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  (the  Com¬ 
mission)  has  issued  Amendment  Nos.  12 
and  6  to  Facility  Operating  License  Nos. 
DPR-29  and  DPR-30  (respectively)  to 
the  Commonwealth  Edison  Company 
(acting  for  itself  and  on  behalf  of  the 
lowa-niinois  Gas  and  Electric  Com¬ 
pany)  which  revised  Technical  Specifi¬ 
cations  for  operation  of  the  Quad-Cities 
Units  1  and  2  (located  in  Rock  Island 
County,  Illinois) . 

The  amendments  permit  electrical 
circuit  changes  which  allow  convenient 
sampling  of  reactor  water  and  primary 
containment  atmosphere  in  the  event  of 
an  occurrence  which  causes  containment 
isolation. 

The  application  for  the  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations,  and 
the  Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regiilatlons  in 
10  CFR  Chapter  I  which  are  set  forth  in 
the  license  amendments. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to 
these  actions,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  March  11.  1974,  (2) 
Amendment  Nos.  12  and  6  to  License 
Nos.  DPR-29  and  DPR-30,  with  any  at¬ 
tachments,  and  (3)  the  letter  to  Com¬ 
monwealth  (transmitting  Amendments 
12  and  6)  which  Includes  an  evaluation 
of  the  application.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  Inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Dociunent  Room, 
1717  H  Street.  N,  W„  Washington.  D.C., 
and  at  the  Moline  Public  Library  at  504 
17th  Street  in  Moline,  Illinois  60265. 

A  copy  each  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may 
be  obtained  upon  request  addressed  to 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20545,  Attention;  Deputy 
Director  for  Reactor  Projects,  Director¬ 
ate  of  licensing-Regiilation. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August,  1974. 


Dated:  August  5,  1974. 

W.  M.  Benkert, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief,  Office  of  Merchant  Mo/- 
riTie  Safety. 

[FR  Doc.74^18773  FUed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


blem  to  top  and  bottom  of  blue  band, 
0.0869;  the  prc^rtion  of  the  emblem  is 
the  same  as  described  above  for  the  house 
flag,  using  the  funnel  proportionate  base. 

2.  Colored  scale  replica  drawings  of  the 
house  flag  and  funnel  mark  are  on  file 


For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  2,  Directorate  of 
Licensing. 

[PR  Doc.74-18732  PUed  8-14-74;8:46  am] 


FB>ERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  39.  NO.  159 — ^THURSDAY,  AUGUST  15,  1974 


NOTICES 


29403 


{Docket  No.  60-1661 
CONSUMERS  POWER  CO. 

Emargency  Cora  Cooling  Systems 

By  letter  dated  May  30, 1974,  the  C(m- 
sum^  Power  Company  (licensee)  re¬ 
quested  a  variance  for  the  Big  Bock 
Point  Plant  from  the  requirement  for 
achieving  compliance  with  the  Commis- 
si(Hi’s  Interim  Acceptance  Criteria  (lAC) 
for  Emeigency  Core  Cooling  Systems 
(ECCS)  for  Light-Water  Power  Reactors 
set  forth  in  the  Commission’s  Interim 
Policy  Statement  by  July  1,  1974  (36  FR 
12247,  June  29,  1971).  The  variance  re¬ 
quested  was  for  an  extension  of  time 
imtil  November  1975  to  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  lAC.  This  request  was 
supplemented  by  letters  dated  June  28, 
1974,  July  15  and  26.  1974,  and  August  2. 
1974,  and  the  variance  period  was  re¬ 
quested  to  be  extended  until  March  1, 
1976,  by  letter  dated  August  2, 1974. 

On  June  14,  1974,  the  Director  of 
Regiilation  published  (39  FR  20835)  a 
notice  of  the  receipt  of  the  licensee’s  re¬ 
quest  for  a  variance.  This  notice  advised 
that  the  Director  of  Regulation  was  con¬ 
sidering  granting  a  variance  from  the 
lAC.  This  notice  also  invited  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  views  and  comments  by  any 
Interested  persons  and  comments  were 
received  frcnn  the  West  Michigan 
Environmental  Action  Coalition 
(WMEAC) ;  Dr.  Gerald  Drake;  and  in  a 
letter  from  Janls  Dietrich,  Betty  Henne, 
and  William  Henne,  and  are  discussed 
below. 

On  June  28,  1974,  the  Director  of 
Regulation  Issued  determination  (39 
FR  24943)  extending  July  1.  1974,  date 
for  compliance  with  the  lAC  to  August  5, 
1974.  The  purpose  of  this  extension  of 
time  was  to  permit  consideration  by  the 
Regulatory  staff  of  all  requests  submitted 
by  other  licensees  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  lAC  and  10  CTR  50.46  for 
variances  or  extensions  of  time  from  the 
provisions  of  the  lAC  or  10  CFR  50.46  to 
assure  uniform  and  consistent  treatment 
of  all  ECCS  evaluations.  ’This  interim  de¬ 
termination  stated  that  a  final  determi¬ 
nation  would  be  made  by  August  5, 1974, 
as  to  whether  a  fiui-her  variance  should 
be  granted.  By  letter  of  J\me  18, 1974,  the 
licensee  also  requested  an  extension  of 
time  until  March  31,  1975,  for  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  an  evaluation  of  ECCS  per- 
formance  in  accordance  with  10  CFR 
60.46.  As  required  by  10  CTR  50.46(a)  (2) 
(ill) ,  a  notice  was  published  in  the  Fed- 
CRAL  Register  on  July  10,  1974  (38  FR 
25414),  that  the  Director  of  Regulation 
was  considering  the  licensee’s  request. 
The  Notice  also  invited  the  submission  of 
'  views  and  comments  by  any  interested 
persons.  Comments  have  been  received 
regarding  the  consideration  of  the  re¬ 
quest  for  an  extension  from  Friends  of 
the  Earth  and  Consolidated  National  In- 
tervenors,  and  are  also  discussed  below. 

Variance  From  Interim  Criteria  • 

By  letter  dated  September  22,  1972, 
the  licensee  submitted  a  preliminary 
analysis  ot  ECCS  performance  assuming 
installation  of  an  automatic-depressiur- 
iTiatlon  system.  Auto-depressurization 


would,  according  to  the  licensee,  permit 
low  pressure  core  spray  action  following 
a  loss  coolant  accident  (LOCA)  for 
breaks  up  to  and  including  the  design 
basis  accident  (DBA)  LOCA  (double 
ended  break  of  largest  primary  coolant 
pipe  below  core  level)  in  time  to  limit 
prak  fuel  rod  clad  temperature  to  2300* 
F.  or  less  if  the  9x9  fuel  assembly  rod 
arrays  are  replaced  by  11  x  11  fuel  rod 
arrays  or  power  production  is  limited. 
AEC  letter  dated  December  6,  1972, 
authorized  replacement,  over  about  a 
four-year  period,  of  the  fuel  assemblies 
with  a  9  X  9  fuel  rod  arr£^  with  assem¬ 
blies  of  an  11  X  11  rod  array.  To  assure 
that  peak  clad  tempertures  would  not 
exceed  2300*  F.  for  the  design  basis  loss 
of  coolant  accident  during  the  interim 
period,  specific  power  limitations  have 
been  proposed  which  further  restrict  the 
average  planar  linear  heat  generation 
rate.  The  Regulatory  staff  determined 
that  the  calculational  methods  used  by 
Consumers  Power  Company  to  establish 
maximum  average  planar  linear  heat 
generation  rate  (MAPLHGR)  limits  are 
in  conformance  with  the  lAC  with  no  re¬ 
liance  on  spray  wetting  characteristics  of 
non-fuel  rods  used  in  the  11  x  11  fuel 
rod  arrays,  I.e.,  the  calculational  meth¬ 
ods  are  acceptable  and  peak  clad  tem¬ 
peratures  following  the  DBA  LOCA  will 
not  exceed  the  lAC  limit  of  2300“  F.  The 
necessary  change  to  the  Technical  Speci¬ 
fications  to  reflect  these  lower  limits  is 
pending  and  will  be  Issued  very  shortly. 
The  AEX)  safety  evaluation  of  this  matter 
will  note  that  the  EXXJS  modifications, 
new  fuel  rod  arrays  and  automatic-de¬ 
pressurization,  necessary  to  meet  the 
lAC  will  probably  not  be  completed  by 
July  1974. 

Without  the  automatic-depressuriza¬ 
tion  S3rstem,  continuous  feedwater  injec- 
tlcm  following  small  and  intermediate 
size  primary  coolant  system  .pipe  breaks 
(ranging  from  about  1  square  inch  to  0.5 
square  feet)  would  also  depressurize  the 
primary  system  to  allow  low  pressure 
core  spray  action  in  time  to  prevent  peak 
clad  temperatures  in  excess  of  2300“F. 
To  provide  continuous  feedwater  injec¬ 
tion,  the  facility  must  rely  upon  the  con¬ 
tinued  operation  of  at  least  one  of  the 
two  main  feedwater  pumps.  The  licensee 
has  provided  a  connection  to  permit  the 
addition  of  water  to  the  condenser  hot- 
well  from  the  fire  main  to  assure  an  ade¬ 
quate  supply  of  water  in  the  hotwell  to 
feed  the  feedwater  pumps  in  the  event 
of  small  and  intermediate  size  breaks. 
This  connection  was  completed  diulng 
the  July  1974  refueling  outage,  and  the 
necessary  change  to  the  Technical  Speci¬ 
fications  to  require  that  this  new  pro¬ 
vision  for  emergency  supply  of  water  to 
the  feedwater  pxunps  be  operable  when 
the  facility  is  operating  is  pending  as 
part  of  the  change  discussed  above.  The 
feedwater  system  would  not  be  operable 
for  small  and  Intermediate  size  primary 
syston  pipe  breaks  if  offsite  power  were 
lost  coincident  with  a  LOCA.  Also  the 
ccmtrols  for  the  feedwater  s3rstem  were 
not  specifically  designed  to  meet  single 
failure  criteria  and  have  not  been  evalu¬ 


ated  for  their  vulnerability  to  single  fail¬ 
ure.  However,  the  two  independent  off¬ 
site  power  supplies  and  the  feedwater 
control  system,  have  demonstrated  high 
reliability. 

To  minimize  the  probability  of  a  pri¬ 
mary  system  break,  all  of  the  inservice 
surveillance  inspection  normally  com¬ 
pleted  over  a  10-year  period  have  been 
accomplished  in  the  Big  Rock  primary 
coolant  ssrstem  pressure  boundary  over  a 
three-year  period  and  will  continue  at 
this  accelerated  frequency  imtil  the  lAC 
modifications  are  completed.  No  defects 
have  been  revealed  by  the  inspections  to 
date.  Primary  coolant  leak  detection 
sensitivity  has  been  improved  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  leaks  as  small  as  0.1  gpm  can 
be  detected.  The  leak  rate  limit  of  1  gpm 
currently  permitted  by  the  Technical 
Specifications  is  quiet  low  and  will  re¬ 
main  in  effect. 

Big  Rock  Point  Nuclear  Power  Plant  is 
one  of  the  earliest  boiling  water  reactor 
designs,  as  a  consequence  an  ECCS  eval¬ 
uation  model  and  accompanying  ECCS 
performance  analysis  had  to  be  developed 
by  the  licensee  and  its  contractor  taking 
into  account  the  specific  Big  Rock  de¬ 
sign.  This  has  and  continues  to  Involve  a 
significant  amount  of  time  in  order  to 
perform  and  evaluate  the  various  com¬ 
putations.  As  a  result  of  delays  in  obtain¬ 
ing  the  required  information  and  anal¬ 
yses  to  design  the  modifications,  the  final 
design  of  some  aspects  of  the  modifica¬ 
tions  are  not  yet  completed.  Additional 
time  is  now  required  by  the  licensee  for 
fabrication,  delivery,  installation  and 
testing  of  the  modifications. 

At  a  meeting  on  December  5,  1973,  de¬ 
sign  and  component  delivery  schedules 
were  reviewed  and  it  was  determined  with 
reasonable  certainty  that  the  modifica¬ 
tions  to  bring  the  Big  Rock  Point  plant 
into  full  conformance  with  the  LAG  could  ' 
not  be  completed  by  July  1,  1974,  as  re¬ 
quired  by  the  AEG.  The  Regulatory  staff 
met  with  the  licensee  representatives 
again  on  July  16,  and  July  24,  1974,  to 
review  the  licensee’s  schedule  for  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  required  modifications.  The 
Regulatory  staff  examined  the  various 
equipment  and  installation  schedules 
presented  by  the  licensee  and  in  light  of 
the  staff’s  knowledge  of  the  general  in¬ 
stallation  requirements  and  procurement 
situation  for  nuclear  reactor  grade  equip¬ 
ment  and  it  is  satisfied  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  schedule  for  having  all  proposed 
additional  components  Installed  and  op¬ 
erable  by  March  1, 1976,  r^resents  a  rea¬ 
sonable  time  to  complete  the  modifica¬ 
tions  which  are  planned  and  required. 
The  staff  has  determined  that  good  cause 
exists  for  authorization  of  the  requested 
variance  from  the  requirements  of  the 
lAG. 

In  consideration  of  (1)  the  extremely 
low  probability  of  a  LOGA  occurring 
simultaneously  with  loss  of  all  offsite 
power,  (2)  the  syst«n  modifications  and 
technical  specification  changes  that  have 
been  proposed  to  Improve  core  cooling 
c^ability  in  the  interim  period  when 
the  Big  Rock  Plant  is  not  in  full  con¬ 
formance  with  the  LAG,  (3)  the  capabil¬ 
ity  of  primary  system  leak  detection  and 
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Inservice  surveillance  to  discover  leaks  or 
potential  leaks  before  cracks  can  propa¬ 
gate  appreciable.  (4)  the  availability  and 
reliability  of  ofifsite  power,  (5)  the  reactor 
power  level  limitations  which  will  be  re¬ 
quired  by  new  Technical  Specification 
MAPLHGR  limits,  and  (6)  a  new  connec¬ 
tion  to  provide  emergency  water  to  the 
hotwell  to  assure  a  sufficiait  water 
supply  to  the  feedwater  pump,  the  staff 
has  concluded  that  there  is  reasonable 
assurance  that  granting  such  variance 
will  not  adversely  affect  the  health  and 
safety  of  the  public.  We  have  considered 
and  determined  that  a  variance  from  the 
lAC  for  the  full  period  requested,  until 
March  1, 1976,  would  be  acceptable,  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  licensee  continue  to  in¬ 
vestigate  other  methods  for  improving 
the  ECCS  reliability  in  the  interim  in¬ 
cluding  provisions  for  manual  depres¬ 
surization  of  the  primary  coolant  system. 

A  report  of  the  results  of  this  investiga¬ 
tion  is  to  be  provided  by  January  1, 1975. 
However,  the  licensee  is  also  subject  to 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
revised  acceptance  criteria  set  forth  in 
10  CPR  50.46.  As  a  result  of  the  licensee’s 
request  for  an  extension  of  time  to  file 
an  evaluation  of  ECCS  performance  In 
accordance  with  10  CFR  50.46,  the  li¬ 
censee  will  be  required  to  file  a  prelimi¬ 
nary  evaluation  of  performance  with  the 
revised  acceptance  criteria  by  October  31. 
1974.  See  discussion  below.  At  that  time 
the  licensee  may  request  an  exemption 
from  the  Commission  from  the  operating 
requirements  of  10  CFR  50.46.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  this  variance  extends  only  until  op¬ 
eration  in  conformity  with  the  accept¬ 
ance  criteria  of  10  CFR  50.46  is  required, 
unless  an  exemption  from  such  require¬ 
ments  is  granted  by  the  Commission. 

In  addition,  this  variance  is  subject  to 
a  requirement  that  the  licensee  report 
periodically,  but  not  less  than  once  every 
three  months  commencing  with  the  date 
of  this  determination  to  the  Director  of 
Regulation  its  efforts  in  attempting  to 
achieve  compliance  with  lAC.  Should 
these  reports  reveal  that  the  licensee  is 
not  pursuing  such  compliance  in  a  re- 
sonably  diligent  manner,  the  variance 
may  be  subject  to  revocation. 

Extension  of  Time  for  Submission  of 
Evaluation  in  Conformity  With  §  50.46 

In  support  of  its  request  for  an  exten- 
sicm  of  time,  the  licensee  states  that  it 
does  not  expect  to  receive  the  ECCS 
evaluation  model  and  analyses  from  the 
General  Electric  Company  (GE)  for  the 
Big  Rock  Point  Plant  \mtil  the  end  Feb¬ 
ruary  1975.  The  licensee  states  that  the 
requested  extension  will  allow  approxi¬ 
mately  one  month  to  review  the  results 
of  the  analyses  and  develop  appropriate 
Technical  Specification  changes  (li¬ 
censee  amendment). 

It  is  evident  from  the  licensee’s  request 
that  the  basis  for  an  extension  of  time 
is  the  imavailability  of  the  necessary 
evaluation  models  and  analyses  from 
GE.  Since  the  promulgation  of  the  regu¬ 
lation,  the  Regulatory  staff  has  been  en¬ 
gaged  in  a  continuing  effort  to  develop 
an  AEX)  evaluation  model  which  would 
meet  the  requirements  of  Appendix  K  of 


10  CFR  Part  50.  A  similar  effort  has  been 
underway  by  the  four  vendors  of  nuclear 
steam  supply  systems  for  light-water  nu¬ 
clear  power  reactors,  including  GEL  As 
the  Regulatory  staff  recognizes  from  its 
efforts,  this  development  work  has  in¬ 
volved  a  considerable  amount  of  time. 

Furthermore,  the  Big  Rock  Point  Plant 
is  an  older  design  which  requires  signifi¬ 
cant  changes  in  the  evaluation  models 
now  being  calculated  for  most  of  GE’s 
newer  design.  GE  must  therefore  prepare 
a  separate  evaluation  model  and  analyses 
which  is  tailored  to  the  Big  Rock  reac¬ 
tor,  which  will  Involve  additional  time 
beyond  the  time  estimated  for  submis¬ 
sion  of  the  evaluation  models  for  the 
newer  designs. 

Based  upon  the  Regulatory  staff’s  ex¬ 
perience  and  its  knowledge  of  the  efforts 
on  the  part  of  GE  to  develop  adequate 
evaluation  models  and  analyses,  the  Reg¬ 
ulatory  staff  believes  that  the  licensee’s 
statements  regarding  delay  by  GE  In 
completing  and  submitting  to  it  an  eval¬ 
uation  model  and  analyses  constitute 
good  cause  for  extension  of  the  August  5, 
1974,  deadline  for  the  submittal  of  the 
information  required  by  10  CFR  50.46. 

The  licensee  has  indicated  that  it  will 
need  a  period  of  about  one  month  to  re¬ 
view  this  evaluation  and  formulate  nec¬ 
essary  license  amendments  and  techni¬ 
cal  specification  chsmges.  The  Regulatory 
staff  has  independently  developed  a 
schedule  of  the  steps  and  average  times 
that  should  be  sufficient  for  internal 
review  by  the  licensee  after  transmittal 
by  GE  of  the  GE  evaluation  and  analyses 
to  the  licensee. 

This  schedule  takes  into  accoimt  the 
review  schedules  submitted  by  all  licens¬ 
ees  who  have  requested  extensions  as 
well  as  the  Regulatory  staff’s  own  views 
as  to  the  minimum  time  which  should  be 
required  for  the  licensees  to  conduct  the 
necessary  reviews  and  to  prepare  the 
necessary  information  for  submittal  to 
the  Regulatory  staff.  The  Regulatory 
staff’s  schedule  is  as  follows: 

*  1.  Engineering  review  (including  Q/A  re¬ 
view)  of  evaluation  models  and  analyses. 
(7  days) 

2.  Preparation  of  proposed  Technical  Spec¬ 
ifications  and  revised  iterating  procedures. 
(14  days) 

3.  Review  by  plant  operations  and  nuclear 
safety  committee  and  appropriate  company 
nuclear  review  committee.  (10  days) 

4.  Submit.  (4  days) 

Total  time :  36  days 

Based  upon  the  above,  the  Regulatory 
staff  has  concluded  that  the  period  of 
review  time  by  the  utility  after  receipt 
of  the  GE  evaluation  model,  a  period  of 
about  four  weeks,  appears  to  be  reason¬ 
able. 

However,  while  there  may  be  good 
cause  for  the  licensee’s  inability  to  supply 
a  complete  evaluation  of  ECCS  perform¬ 
ance  in  accordance  with  §  50.46,  includ¬ 
ing  all  required  and  acceptable  elements 
and  documentation  in  accordance  with 
Appendix  K,  until  March  31,  1975,  a 
preliminary  evaluation,  based  on  con¬ 
servative  assumptions,  but  not  neces¬ 
sarily  including  all  of  the  detail  and 
documentation  called  for  by  Appendix  K, 
but  which  nevertheless  provides  a  con¬ 


servative  assessment  of  ECCS  perform¬ 
ance  imder  the  Commission’s  Acceptance 
Criteria,  should  be  provided  by  Octo¬ 
ber  31,  1974.  The  staff  recognizes  that 
simplifying,  but  conservative,  assump¬ 
tions  must  be  made  in  order  to  provide 
the  evaluation  by  October  31,  1974,  but 
the  submittal  must  present  details  of 
such  assumptions  and  estimates  and  sup¬ 
porting  discussion  to  demonstrate  that 
the  preliminary  evaluation  meets  the 
Commission’s  acceptance  criteria,  and 
include  pri^xwed  operating  limits,  if  any, 
required  to  bring  the  reactor  into  con¬ 
formity  with  the  Commission’s  accept¬ 
ance  criteria.  Upon  receipt  of  the  final 
evaluation  model  and  analysis  from  the 
vendor,  the  licensee  shall  submit  this 
evaluation  model  and  analysis  for  con¬ 
current  review  by  the  Regulatory  staff. 

Discussion  of  Comments 

The  comments  by  Dr.  Drake  relate 
principally  to  the  subject  of  cancer  risk 
due  to  releases  from  the  facility.  The 
comments  from  Janis  E.  Dietrick,  Bette 
M.  and  William  M.  Henne,  urge  that 
because  of  the  use  of  plutonium  in  the 
facility  the  plant  should  be  required  to 
meet  the  Commission’s  “strictest  stand¬ 
ards  now.” 

WMEAC  is  an  intervenor  in  the  Matter 
of  Consumers  Power  Company  (Big  Rock 
Point  Plant)  (38  FR  9104,  April  10, 1973) , 
a  hearing  involving  the  Issuance  to  Con¬ 
sumers  Power  Company  of  Amendment  4 
to  DPR-6,  on  December  6,  1972,  which 
authorized  an  Increase  in  the  use  of  the 
mixed  plutoniiun  oxide-uranium  dioxide 
fuel  in  the  Big  Rock  Point  facility. 
WIviEAC’s  comments,  which  were  also 
addressed  in  connection  with  the  “De¬ 
termination  with  Respect  to  Variance 
Prom  the  Interim  Acceptance  Criteria” 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
July  8,  1974  (39  PR  24943) ,  are  directed 
to  two  principal  areas.  First,  WMEAC 
opposes  the  issuance  of  the  variance  on 
the  grounds  the  applicant  has  not  shown 
good  cause  and  has  not  shown  that  there 
is  reasonable  asstuance  that  the  granting 
of  the  variance  will  not  adversely  affect 
the  health  and  safety  of  the  public. 
WMEAC  asserts  that  licensee’s  asser¬ 
tions  of  delays  are  not  substantial  and 
that  licensee  has  not  justified  the  need 
for  the  limited  amount  of  power  gener¬ 
ated  by  the  Big  Rock  facility.  WMElAC’s 
second  area  involves  the  effect  of  the 
variance  on  a  similar  question  of  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  Commission’s  Accept¬ 
ance  Criteria  which  WMEAC  asserts  is  in 
issue  in  the  presently  pending  proceed¬ 
ing  relating  to  the  use  of  the  mixed  oxide 
fuel  in  the  Big  Rock  facility. 

We  have  carefully  considered  the  com¬ 
ments  received  and  have  paid  careful 
attention  to  the  health  and  safety  con¬ 
siderations  relating  to  the  use  of  plu¬ 
tonium  fuel  in  this  facility  in  connection 
with  the  assessment  outlined  in  this  de¬ 
termination. 

With  respect  to  WMEAC’s  comment 
that  the  licensee  has  not  provided  ade¬ 
quate  basis  for  the  reasons  given  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  variance,  the  staff  has  met 
with  the  licensee  a  number  of  times  to 
assess  the  basis  for  the  licensee’s  claims 
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with  respect  to  the  delays  entailed  in 
achieving  compliance  with  the  Interim 
Criteria  and  the  minimum  schedule  for 
delivery  of  required  equipment.  Addi¬ 
tional  information  was  prodded  to  the 
staff  and  is  reflected  in  the  licensee’s 
letter  of  July  26, 1974.  The  staff  has  satis¬ 
fied  itself  that  good  cause  exists  for  the 
request  for  variance.  The  staff  also  has 
concluded  for  the  reasons  outlined  above, 
that  good  cause  exists  for  the  extension 
of  time  to  submit  an  evaluation  of  ECCS 
performance  in  accordance  with  10  CFR 
50.46.  In  addition,  contrary  to  WMEAC’s 
assertion,  for  the  reasons  outlined  above 
there  is  reasonable  assurance  that  the 
operation  of  the  facility  in  accordance 
with  the  variance  granted  herein  will 
not  adversely  affect  the  health  and  safety 
of  the  public.  We  respect  to  WMEAC’s 
assertion  regarding  the  pending  hearing, 
the  actions  taken  herein  would  in  no  way 
affect  WMEAC’s  rights  in  such  a  pro¬ 
ceeding,  and  would  in  no  way  affect  the 
Board’s  authority  to  determine  any  mat¬ 
ter  relating  to  proper  compliance  with 
the  Commission’s  acceptance  criteria  and 
the  reasonableness  of  any  extension  or 
deviation  from  such  criteria  with  respect 
to  the  use  of  mixed  plutonium  oxide- 
uranium  dioxide  fuel  in  the  Big  Rock 
Point  facility. 

The  comments  received  from  the 
Friends  of  the  Earth  and  Consolidated 
National  Intervenors  oppose  the  grant¬ 
ing  of  the  requested  extension  of  time 
on  the  grounds  that  the  licensee’s  appli¬ 
cation  does  not  present  evidence  to 
demonstrate  why  the  vendor’s  analyses 
are  delayed  and  that  the  licensee  should 
not  be  permitted  an  extension  of  time 
to  request  an  exemption.  ’The  Regulatory 
staff  has  taken  these  comments  into  ac¬ 
count  in  reaching  its  determination  re¬ 
flected  herein.  As  discussed  above,  the 
Regulatory  staff  believes  that,  the  li¬ 
censee  has  shown  good  cause  for  the 
granting  of  an  extension  of  time.  The 
staff  did  not  consider  in  its  determination 
of  good  cause,  the  need  for  additional 
time  in  which  to  file  an  exemption  re¬ 
quest. 

Accordingly,  based  on  the  foregoing 
considerations,  the  Director  of  Regula¬ 
tion  has  granted  a  variance  for  the  Big 
Rock  Point  Station  which  extends  the 
date  for  compliance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Interim  Acceptance  Cri¬ 
teria  until  March  1,  1976,  provided  (1) 
the  licensee  shall  submit  by  January  1, 
1975,  the  results  of  their  continuing  in¬ 
vestigation  of  method  for  improving  the 
ECCS  reliability  in  the  interim  including 
provisions  for  manual  depressurization 
of  the  primary  coolant  system,  (2)  the 
licensee  shall  report  periodically,  but  not 
less  than  once  every  three  months  com¬ 
mencing  with  the  date  of  this  determina¬ 
tion  to  the  Director  of  Regulation  its 
efforts  in  atteii;tpting  to  achieve  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  LAC.  Should  these  re¬ 
ports  reveal  that  the  licensee  is  not  pur¬ 
suing  such  compliance  in  a  reasonably 
diligent  manner,  the  variance  may  be 
subject  to  revocation,  (3)  this  variance 
extends  only  until  (H>eration  in  conform¬ 
ity  with  the  acceptance  criteria  of  10 
CFR  50.46  is  required.  If  an  exemption 


from  such  reqviirements  is  granted  by  the 
Commission,  such  exemption  shall  govern 
any  further  operation  of  the  facility. 

In  addition,  based  on  consideration  set 
forth  above  and  for  good  cause  shown, 
the  Director  of  Regulation  hereby  grants 
an  extension  of  time  to  the  licensee  which 
extends  the  date  for  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  10  CFR  50.46(a)  (2)  (ii) 
from  August  5, 1974,  until  March  31, 1975 
provided  that  (1)  upon  receipt  of  the 
final  evaluation  model  and  analysis  from 
the  vendor,  the  licensee  shall  submit  this 
evaluation  model  and  analysis  for  con¬ 
current  review  by  the  Re^atory  staff 
and  (2)  (m  or  before  October  31, 1974  the 
licensee  shall  submit  a  preliminary  eval¬ 
uation  of  ECCS  performance  consistent 
with  the  requirements  of  Appendix  K 
although  not  necessarily  contfiiining  the 
full  detail  and  the  full  documentation 
called  for  in  Appendix  K,  along  with  pro¬ 
posed  license  amendment  or  Teclmical 
Specification  changes  which  would  bring 
reactor  (H)eration  into  conformity  with 
the  requirements  of  10  CFR  50.46.  Upon 
submission,  the  licensee  shall  operate 
within  the  limits  of  such  proposed  tech¬ 
nical  specification  and  all  technical  spec¬ 
ifications  previously  imposed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  deluding  the  requirements  of 
the  Interim  Policy  Statement  (36  FR 
12247,  as  amended  by  36  FR  24082  De¬ 
cember  18, 1971) ,  or  any  variance  granted 
from  such  requirements  unless  the  licen¬ 
see  files  with  the  Commission  a  request 
for  exemption  from  the  requirements  of 
§  50.46  and  such  request  is  granted. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August  1974, 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  (Commission. 

L.  Manning  Muntzing, 
Director  of  Regulation. 

(PR  E>oc.74-18438  Filed  8-14-74:8:46  am) 


URANIUM  ENRICHMENT  SERVICES 
CONTRACTS 

Completion  of  Contracting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act,  of  1954,  as  amended,  the  United 
States  Atomic  Energy  Commission  (AEC) 
has  determined  it  has  capability  available 
to  permit  entering  into  additional  Long- 
Term  Fixed-Commitment  Agreements 
for  the  provision  of  enriching  services 
sufficient  to  sustain  approximately  47,000 
megawatts  of  nuclear  power  reactors 
without  generic  authorization  of  the  use 
of  plutonium  as  fuel  in  nuclear  power 
reactors  in  the  United  States,  and  ap¬ 
proximately  91,000  megawatts  of  nuclear 
power  reactors  if  such  approval  is  given. 
The  Uranium  Enrichment  Services  Crit¬ 
eria  do  not  permit  the  AEC  to  contract 
beyond  its  available  production  capa¬ 
bility. 

The  AEX?  will  enter  into  those  addi¬ 
tional  Long-Term  Fixed-Commitment 
Agreements  requiring  initial  deliveries 
thereimder  prior  to  July  1,  1982  which 
were  requested  prior  to  July  1, 1974.  With 
respect  to  any  such  agreements  that  can¬ 
not  be  executed  by  the  AEC  within  its 


available  capability  without  such  generic 
authorization,  the  AEC  is  prepared,  at 
the  Customers’  request,  to  execute  such 
agreements  to  the  extent  its  available 
capability  would  be  increased  in  the  event 
of  such  generic  authorization,  subject  to 
the  condition  that,  unless  otherwise 
agreed,  the  AEC  will  terminate  such 
agreements  in  whole  or  in  part  at  no 
cost  to  the  Government  if  such  generic 
use  of  plutonium  is  not  authorized 
prior  to  July  1,  1975.  Advance  payment 
under  such  conditional  contracts  .shall 
not  be  due  imtil  requested  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  subsequent  to  such  generic  au¬ 
thorization.  Upon  completion  of  such 
contracting  activities,  the  AEC  will  cease 
entering  into  Long-Term  Fixed-Commit¬ 
ment  Agreements  for  the  provision  of  en¬ 
riching  services  to  sustain  nuclear  power 
reactors  other  than  such  agreements  re¬ 
sulting  from  conversion  of  requirement- 
type  agreements. 

In  addition  to  the  enriching  services 
thus  committed,  the  AEC  has  a  growing 
stockpile  of  enriched  uranium  as  yet 
uncommitted  to  any  specific  use.  AEC 
will  utilize  this  stockpile  to  provide  for 
contingency  needs  and  to  assist  in  the 
transition  to  a  private  enrichment 
industry. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Maryland  this 
9th  day  of  August  1974. 

Paul  C.  Bender, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 
|FR  Doc.74-18731  PUed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-29) 

YANKEE  ATOMIC  POWER  CO. 
Issuance  of  Facility  License  Amendment 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  (the  Com¬ 
mission)  has  issued  Amendment  No.  9  to 
Facility  Operating  License  No.  DPR-3  is¬ 
sued  to  Yankee  Atomic  Power  Company 
which  revised  Technical  Specifications 
for  operation  of  the  Yankee-Rowe 
Atomic  Power  Plant,  located  in  Rowe. 
Massachusetts.  The  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  permits  operation 
with  Core  XI  and  includes  the  related 
changes  to  the  Facility  Hazards  Report 
which  is  incorporated  in  the  Technical 
Specifications  appended  to  Facility  Op¬ 
erating  License  No.  DPR-3  for  the  Yan¬ 
kee-Rowe  facility. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  ’The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  li¬ 
cense  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  March  29,  1974,  and 
supplement  dated  May  29,  1974,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  9  to  License  No.  DPR-3. 
with  any  attachments,  and  (3)  the 
Commission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation. 
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All  of  these  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street.  NW, 
Washington.  D.C. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
United  States  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington.  D.C.  20545,  Atten¬ 
tion:  Deputy  Director  for  Reactor  Proj¬ 
ects.  Directorate  of  Licensing  Regula¬ 
tion, 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
30th  day  of  July  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Thomas  V.  Wambach, 

Acting  Chief,  Operating  Reac~ 
tors  Branch  No.  1,  Directorate 
of  Licensing. 

(PR  Doc.74-18733  PU®d  e-14-74;8:46  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(Docket  No.  24576;  Order  No.  74-8-28] 
ALLEGHENY  AIRLINES,  INC. 
Application  for  Realignment  of  Route  97 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
8th  day  of  August,  1974. 

By  Order  73-10-24,  dated  October  4, 
1973,  the  Board  directed  all  Interested 
persons  to  show  cause  why  the  Board 
should  not  amend  the  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  for  route 
97  held  by  Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc.  so  as 
to  realign  the  carrier’s  route  system  by 
consolidating  its  present  33  segments  into 
one  segment  and  by  eliminating  or  modi¬ 
fying  certain  restrictions.’ 

Interested  persons  having  objection  to 
the  issuance  of  an  order  making  final  the 
proposed  findings  and  conclusions  set 
forth  therein  were  required  to  file  such 
objections  within  60  days  of  service  of  the 
order  and  replies  to  such  objections  were 
to  be  filed  30  days  thereafter. 

Ten  air  carriers  have  submitted  an¬ 
swers  and/or  replies  and  such  submis¬ 
sions  have  been  made  by  17  civic  parties.* 
Included  among  the  submissions  are 
three  filings  by  Allegheny  either  request¬ 
ing  modifications  of  the  Board’s  realign¬ 
ment  proposal  or  opposing  modifications 
requested  by  other  interested  F>ersons.* 

We  had  included  with  our  show  cause 
order  extensive  city-pair  data  indicating 
what  effect  the  proposed  realignment 
would  have  on  each  of  Allegheny’s  4,278 
city-pair  markets  in  order  to  aid  inter¬ 
ested  persons  in  determining  how  the  re¬ 
alignment  might  affect  their  interests 
and  what  responses  might  be  in  order. 
The  nature  of  the  responses  received  in¬ 
dicates  that  these  data  have  enabled  in- 


^  We  also  directed  all  interested  persons  to 
show  cause  why  we  should  not  make  perma¬ 
nent  Allegheny's  temporary  authoHty  in 
certain  markets. 

*  See  Appendix  E. 

*  In  addition  to  filing  an  answer  and  reply 
as  authorized,  Allegheny  filed  a  reply  to  Pled- 
mont’s  reply  accompanied  by  a  Motion  for 
Leave  to  File  an  Unauthorized  Document. 
We  shall  grant  Allegheny’s  motion  and  re¬ 
ceive  Its  second  r^ly. 


terested  persons  to  sift  through  Alle¬ 
gheny’s  system  and  cull  out  for  comment 
those  city-pair  markets  of  competitive 
or  other  significance.  A  mere  160  markets 
were  made  the  subject  of  comments,  and 
a  full  sixty-four  of  the  comments  were 
unopposed  requests  by  Allegheny  for 
liberalization  of  various  stop  and  other 
restrictions  proposed  by  the  Board  in  its 
show  cause  order.*  Thus,  the  task  at  hand 
is  to  determine  what  action  should  be 
taken  with  respect  to  ninety-six  disputed 
city-pair  markets  preparatory  to  making 
final  our  tentative  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions,  and  issuing  Allegheny  an  amended, 
realigned  certificate,  for  we  have  con¬ 
cluded  that  with  appropriate  modifica¬ 
tions,  the  tentative  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  contained  in  Order  73-10-24  should 
be  made  final.® 

In  keeping  with  the  spirit  of  Order 
73-10-24,  we  have  Included  herewith  as 
appendices  a  complete  analysis  of  each 
Allegheny  city-pair  market  concerning 
which  comments  were  received.  This 
analytical  foundation  permits  us  to  deal 
categorically  with  most  comments.  The 
largest  single  category  consists  of  re¬ 
quests  by  Allegheny  for  liberalization  of 
restrictions  proi>os^  by  the  Board  In  its 
original  show  cause  order  to  which  no 
reply  objections  were  raised.  We  have 
concluded  that  in  the  absence  of  objec¬ 
tions,  all  such  requests  should  be  granted 
without  further  consideration.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  certificate  we  are  issuing  here¬ 
with  modifies  the  certificate  proposed  in 
Order  73-10-24  by  changing  Allegheny’s 
restrictions  in  the  manner  noted  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  A  attached  hereto.®* 

In  respect  to  twenty-eight  of  the  re¬ 
maining  ninety-six  markets,  Allegheny 
has  requested  liberalization  of  restric¬ 
tions  proposed  by  the  Board  in  its  show 
cause  order,  which  requests  are  opposed 
by  various  respondents.  We  have  decided, 
after  careful  consideration  of  all  the 
matters  raised  in  the  various  pleadings 
pertinent  to  these  markets,  to  adhere  to 
om  original  proposal  in  regard  to  20  of 
these  markets  *  and  to  grant  Allegheny’s 
requests  with  respect  to  the  remaining 
eight.’ 

As  a  general  proposition,  the  restric¬ 
tions  originally  propiosed  appear  to  have 
continued  validity,  especially  in  view  of 
the  various  carriers’  comments  express¬ 
ing  opposition  to  Allegheny’s  request  for 
liberalization.  While  we  offer  no  com¬ 
ment  as  to  what  findings  we  would  make 
in  respect  to  these  markets  after  a  full 
hearing,  sufficient  data  and  argumenta¬ 
tion  have  been  set  forth  to  persuade  us 
that  the  objections  raised  by  interested 
persons  are  sufficiently  meritorious  to 
warrant  retention  of  the  proposed  condi¬ 
tions.  Any  other  conclusion  at  this  time 


*  See  Appendix  A. 

*  All  tentative  findings  and  conclusions 
which  were  not  made  the  subject  of  responses 
are  being  made  final  by  this  Order. 

**Thl8  action  required  adding  three  city- 
pair  markets  to  the  subsidy-ineligible  list. 
Appendix  F — Akron,  Philadelphia,  Buflalo- 
Clnclnnatl/Columbus. 

*  Set  forth  at  Appendix  B. 

*  Set  forth  at  Appendix  C. 


would  unnecessarily  prolong  and  compli¬ 
cate  this  realignment,  the  accomplish¬ 
ment  of  which  we  believe  to  be  essentiaL® 
On  the  other  hand,  we  will  grant  Alle¬ 
gheny’s  request  for  liberalization  of  stop 
restrictions  in  eight  markets  in  spite  of 
Piedmont’s  opposition,*  Piedmont  is  cer¬ 
tificated  in  none  of  the  city-pair  markets 
listed  in  Appendix  C.  and  has  articulated 
only  vague  and  unsupported  arguments 
that  the  size/directional  characteristics 
of  these  markets  require  a  full  public 
hearing  before  the  Board  can  alter  Alle¬ 
gheny’s  Incumbent  status.  Because  Pied¬ 
mont  has  failed  to  demonstrate  that  it 
has  a  cognizable  stake  in  these  markets, 
or  that  improving  Allegheny’s  authority 
would  preclude  a  subsequent  certification 
of  an  additional  carrier,  we  have  con¬ 
cluded  that  Allegheny’s  requests  for 
nonstop  authority  should  be  granted  and, 
accordingly,  Allegheny’s  new  certificate 
authorizes  nonstop  service  in  the  eight 
markets  set  forth  in  Appendix  C.** 

We  now  turn  to  the  sixty-eight  city- 
pair  markets  concerning  which  com¬ 
ments  were  filed  by  carriers  objecting  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  Board  proposed 
they  should  be  authorized  to  Allegheny. 
Appendix  D  sets  out  each  of  these  city- 
pair  markets  by  category  and  includes 
pertinent  authority  data  for  each.  To  the 
extent  feasible,  we  will  discuss  these  mar¬ 
kets  by  category. 

Delta  objected  to  liberalization  of  Alle¬ 
gheny’s  authority  in  Burllngton-Mldwest 
markets.  Delta  asserts  that  it  is  actively 


■  The  markets  set  forth  In  Appendix  B  fall 
Into  two  broad  categories:  (1)  markets  In 
which  Allegheny  requests  fewer  required  In¬ 
termediate  stops,  and  (2)  Minneapolis  mar¬ 
kets  concerning  which  Allegheny  requests  the 
lifting  of  a  mandatory  stop  at  Buffalo.  Addi¬ 
tional  comment  Is  required  In  two  areas. 
First,  In  regard  to  the  Minneapolis  markets, 
the  Buffalo  stop  restriction  was  proposed  by 
the  Board  In  Its  show  cause  order  primarily 
because  Allegheny’s  application  contained 
such  a  restriction.  As  Allegheny’s  own  ap- 
pUcatlon  recognizes,  treatment  of  Its  Mm- 
neapolls  markets  presents  unique  problems. 
In  the  Interest  of  expedition,  we  have  sought 
to  minimize  this  complication  by  retaining 
without  further  consideration  all  mandatory 
Buffalo  stop  restrictions  f<^  Minneapolis 
markets  if  the  lifting  of  the  restriction — 
originally  proposed  by  Allegheny — Is  now 
opposed  by  any  carrier.  On  the  other  hand. 
In  those  Instances  where  Allegheny’s  request 
for  lifting  the  Buffalo  stop  restriction  was  un¬ 
opposed,  we  have  lifted  It.  (See  Appendix 
A.) 

Of  the  stop-restricted  markets  contained  In 
Appendix  B,  wo  have  retained  the  stop  re¬ 
strictions  originally  proposed  m  all  Instances 
except  that  of  Charleston -Newport  News.  The 
Board’s  show  cause  order  proposed  to  re¬ 
strict  that  market  to  two  stops  and  Alle¬ 
gheny’s  answer  requested  nonstop  authority. 
Piedmont  replied  In  opposition  to  Allegheny’s 
nonstop  request  and  Allegheny  In  turn 
agreed  to  be  bound  by  a  one-st<^  restriction. 
Taking  all  matters  Into  consideration,  we 
have  concluded  that  a  one-stop  restriction  In 
this  market  should  adequately  Insulate  Pied¬ 
mont’s  connecting  service  participation 
from  any  but  de  minimis  Impact. 

*  See  Appendix  C. 

>*C/.  Piedmont  Route  Realignment.  Order 
7S-7-22,  July  6.  1073.  p.  S  (Atlanta-Washlng- 
ton/New  York  markets). 
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developing  a  pattern  of  Burlington- 
Midwest  service  following  Uie  recent  ad¬ 
dition  to  its  system  of  Northern  New 
England-Mldwest  routes,  and  that  lib¬ 
eralizing  Allegheny’s  Burlington  author¬ 
ity  in  the  manner  proposed  in  the  show 
cause  order  would  make  Allegheny’s  sys¬ 
tem  directly  competitive  with  Delta’s  in 
the  Burlington-Detroit/Cleveland  mar¬ 
kets.  It  is  further  asserted  that  improved 
authority  for  Allegheny  in  other  Bmling- 
ton-Midwest  markets  would  result  in  a 
significant  drain  of  traffic  support  for 
the  Biurlington-Detroit/Cleveland  mar¬ 
kets.  To  remedy  these  competitive  intru¬ 
sions,  Delta  proposes  two  restrictions 
which  would  require  a  mandatory  stop 
at  either  Albany  or  New  York  for  all 
flights  operating  between  Bui'lington 
and  points  west  of  Buffalo  and,  in  addi¬ 
tion,  a  two-stop  restriction  (as  well  as  a 
mandatory  stop  at  Albany  or  New  York) 
with  respect  to  four  specific  markets.^ 
Allegheny  replied  in  opposition  to 
Delta’s  proposed  restrictions,  claiming 
generally  that  the  Board’s  proposed  one- 
stop  authority  for  Allegheny  in  each  mar¬ 
ket  without  further  restrictions  is  ade¬ 
quate  to  protect  Delta’s  nonstop  rights. 
Upon  careful  consideration  of  all  the 
matters  raised  in  these  pleadings,  we 
have  concluded  that  some  additional  pro¬ 
tection  for  Delta  is  warranted  in  certain 
Burlington-lbiidwest  markets.  Delta  is 
a  new  entrant  in  these  markets  and  is 
attempting  to  develop  them  as  expedi¬ 
tiously  as  possible,  and  we  are  reluctant 
to  take  any  action  in  this  proceeding 
which  may  give  Delta  less  incentive  to 
develop  those  markets  than  it  now  has. 
Nevertheless,  Delta’s  proposed  restric¬ 
tions,  if  implemented,  would  constrain 
Allegheny’s  flexibility  far  in  excess  of 
Delta’s  needs.  For  example.  Delta’s  pro¬ 
posal  is  applicable  to  all  Burlington-West 
of  Buffalo  Allegheny  markets  and  would 
accordingly  apply  to  all  of  Allegheny’s 
Bfirllngton-West  of  Buffalo  monopoly 
markets.  Absent  a  strong  showing  to  the 
contrary.  Delta  has  no  need  or  right  to 
such  protection,  and  its  pleading  is  silent 
on  this  issue.  In  fact,  although  Delta’s 
proposed  restriction  would  apply  to  all 
Burllngton-Midwest  markets,  it  has  pre¬ 
sented  supporting  data  for  only  13 
Burllngton-Midwest  markets.  We  have 
concluded  that  only  those  Burlingtcm 
markets  should  be  made  subject  to  addi¬ 
tional  restrictions  but  we  have  concluded 
that  Allegheny  should  not  be  restricted 
as  severely  as  Delta  has  proposed.  Rather, 
we  believe  that  Allegheny  should  be  ac¬ 
corded  the  right  to  operate  between  Bur¬ 
lington  and  the  listed  13  points  via  either 
the  named  points  of  Albany  or  New  York 
-  on  a  one-stop  basis  or  in  the  alternative, 
over  any  two  points  on  a  two-stop  basis. 
This  will  give  Allegheny  additional  flexi¬ 
bility;  is  essentially  consistent  with  Del¬ 
ta’s  proposed  restrictions;  and  should 
be  sufficient  to  insulate  Delta’s  present 
and  prospective  Burlington  activities 
from  any  intrusion  by  Allegheny.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  for  the  13  Burlington-Midwest 
markets  listed  in  paragraph  (1)  of  Ap- 


«  See  note  2  to  AppendJx  D. 


pendix  D  we  are  imposing  the  following 
restriction  upon  Allegheny’s  operations: 

Must  stop  at  Albany  or  New  York,  N.Y..  or 
any  two  points.^ 

Requests  have  been  made  by  various 
carriers  that  the  Board  impose  manda¬ 
tory  stop  restrictions  at  specific  points  in 
regard  to  16  Allegheny  city-pair  mar¬ 
kets.**  Seven  of  the  16  (concerning 
Minneapolis-East  of  Buffalo  city-pair 
markets)  are  requests  that  Allegheny’s 
authority  be  restricted  to  a  mandatory 
stop  over  Buffalo.  'The  remaining  nine 
(by  North  Central)  are  requests  for 
mandatory  stops  at  either  Cincinnati  or 
Indianapolis.  We  have  rejected  all  such 
requests. 

As  a  general  proposition,  our  realign¬ 
ment  program  contains  a  strong  pre¬ 
sumption  against  maintaining  manda¬ 
tory  stops  at  specific  points  between  city- 
pairs.  Retention  of  such  restrictions 
greatly  inhibits  the  realigned  carrier’s 
flexibility  in  the  pertinent  city-pair  mar¬ 
ket  and  thereby  thwarts  the  very  goal 
sought  to  be  achieved  by  realigning  its 
system.  We  reluctantly  retain  mandatory 
stops  at  specific  points  where  the  object¬ 
ing  carrier  can  make  out  a  compelling 
case  that  cognizable  competitive  consid¬ 
erations  require  retention.**  The  public 
interest  does  not  require  the  requested 
restrictions.  As  for  the  Minneapolis  mar¬ 
kets,  Allegheny  presently  has  one-stop 
authority  over  Buffalo.  This  provides  a 
very  direct  almost  noncircuitous  routing 
for  Allegheny.  In  terms  of  traffic  genera¬ 
tion,  Buffalo  is  the  strongest  intermediate 
point  available  to  Allegheny.  As  a  result, 
the  net  effect  of  the  realignment  for 
Allegheny  would  be  attainment  of  the 
flexibility  to  route  Minneapolis-East  of 
Buffalo  flights  over  two  additional  inter¬ 
mediate  points  (Rochester  and  Syracuse) 
both  of  which  are  weaker  in  terms  of 
traffic  generation  than  Buffalo.  Realign¬ 
ment  would  not  improve  Allegheny’s  au¬ 
thority  In  these  markets,  but  would 
merely  give  it  additional  and  weaker 
intermediate  points  over  which  it  could 
satisfy  Its  one-stop  requirement.  The  rel¬ 
ative  weakness  of  the  alternate  inter¬ 
mediate  points  compared  to  Buffalo 
makes  it  unlikely  that  Allegheny  could 
penetrate  Minneapolis-East  of  Buffalo 
markets  to  any  significant  degree  via 
these  additional  routings.  The  objecting 
carriers’  arguments  have  not  persuaded 
us  to  the  contrary,  and  accordingly,  their 
requests  will  be  denied. 


“In  regard  to  four  Burllngton-Midwest 
markets,  as  noted  above.  Delta  proposed  a 
two-stop  restriction  on  top  of  a  mandatory 
stop  restriction  at  a  named  point.  Delta’s  pro¬ 
posal  for  these  four  markets  Is  too  restrictive 
and  we  are  unable  to  conclude  that  It  Is 
necessary  to  protect  Delta’s  operations.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  we  have  made  the  above  restriction 
applicable  to  all  13  Delta  Burllngton-Midwest 
markets. 

“  See  Appendix  D,  paragraph  (2) . 

^‘The  retention  of  a  named  Intermediate 
Is  ordinarily  required  only  when  the  elimina¬ 
tion  of  the  named  Intermediate  will  also  elim¬ 
inate  substantial  circuity  and  thus  provide 
the  local  service  carrier  with  a  significant 
practical  Improvement  In  its  authority. 


As  for  the  remaining  nine  markets 
under  consideration.  North  Central  as-  - 
serts  that  because  it  modified  requests  for 
improved  authority  in  these  markets  in 
its  own  request  for  realignment  (in  re¬ 
sponse  to  objections  by  "Allegheny) ,  a 
comparable  gesture  by  Allegheny  is  in 
order,  and  that  absent  Allegheny’s  agree¬ 
ment  to  reciprocate,  the  Board  should 
impose  a  specific  mandatory  stop  re¬ 
striction  of  its  own.  We  disagree.  First. 
North  Central’s  present  segmentation  in 
most  of  these  markets  requires  a  severe 
backhaul  over  Milwaukee  which  burdens 
North  Central  with  extremely  circuitous 
routings  (several  exceeding  100  percent) . 
Allegheny’s  routings,  on  the  other  hand, 
are  far  more  direct  and  none  exceed  50 
percent  in  circuity.  Secondly,  North 
Central’s  own  acquiescence  is  unrelated 
logically  and  procedurally  to  the  public 
interest  criteria  we  have  employed  to  re¬ 
align  Allegheny’s  system.  Presumably, 
North  Central’s  acquiescence  resulted 
from  its  analysis  of  the  merits  of  Alle¬ 
gheny’s  objections  to  its  requests.  Such 
analysis  has  no  bearing  upon  its  own 
similar  requests  of  Allegheny  in  view  of 
the  latter’s  different  route  structirre. 
Finally,  should  North  Central  now  con¬ 
clude  that  it  may  have  acquiesced  im¬ 
prudently,  it  is  free  to  seek  amendment 
of  its  own  realignment  requests  in  which 
case  we  will  consider  such  amended  re¬ 
quests  on  their  merits. 

Paragraph  (3)  of  Appendix  D  outlines 
the  objections  taken  on  the  general 
ground  of  competitive  impact  with  re¬ 
spect  to  21  city-pair  markets.  Where  pos¬ 
sible,  we  will  discuss  our  disposition  of 
these  objections  by  category. 

Five  of  the  listed  objections  were 
raised  because  the  objecting  carrier  mis¬ 
read  the  authority  actually  proposed  by 
the  Board  in  the  show  cause  order.*®  As 
a  result,  the  objecting  carrier  has  re¬ 
quested  the  imposition  of  stop  restric¬ 
tions  already  proposed.  Resolution  of 
these  objections  re^res  little  more  than 
apprising  the  objecting  carrier  that  its 
requests  are  unnecessary. 

The  Board  erroneously  reported  Alle¬ 
gheny’s  existing  authority  as  two-stop 
in  three  city-pair  markets,*®  In  fact, 
Allegheny  presently  has  noncircuitous 
one-stop  authority  in  each  of  these  three 
markets.  While  we  regret  the  inconven¬ 
ience  these  errors  may  have  caused  in¬ 
terested  persons  in  preparing  responses, 
we  must  nevertheless  assume  that  our 
inaccurate  data  resulted  in  the  invalid 
assiunption  on  the  part  of  the  objecting 
carrier  that  we  were  improving  Alle¬ 
gheny’s  authority  from  two-stop  to  one- 
stop  in  these  markets  and  that  it  was 
this  “improvement”  which  sparked  the 
controversy.  In  fact,  authorizing  Alle¬ 
gheny  to  operate  one-stop  service  in 
these  three  markets  maintains  the  status 
quo  and  we  therefore  conclude  that  the 
opposing  carriers’  objections  are  neces¬ 
sarily  invalid. 


“  See  Appendix  D,  paragraph  3,  footnote  5. 
“  Chlcago-Washlngton,  Cleveland -Louis¬ 
ville,  and  Detroit-Grand  Rapids. 
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We  have  decided,  after  careful  con¬ 
sideration  of  disputed  contentions  con- 
ceming  seven  of  the  cit^-pair  markets 
listed  in  paragraph  3  to  Appendix  D  to 
honor  the  objecting  carriers’  requests.** 
In  the  St.  Louis-Washington  market, 
TWA  argues  that  the  same  competitiye 
conditions  which  prompted  us  to  restrict 
Allegheny  to  two-stop  authority  in  the 
Dayton- Washington  market  are  extant." 
TWA’s  arguments  are  well  taken,  and 
accordingly  we  shall  impose  a  two-st(^ 
restriction.  Similarly,  in  regard  to  the 
Baltimore-Dayton  market.  TWA  argues 
that  we  specifically  restricted  Allegheny’s 
authority  in  the  Washlngton-Dasrton 
market  to  two-stops  and  that  we  should 
analogously  restrict  Allegheny’s  author¬ 
ity  in  the  Baltimore-Dayton  market. 
•TWA’s  argxunent  rests  on  the  assump¬ 
tion  that  service  to  Baltimore  Is  service 
to  Washington  and  the  two  points  should 
be  treated  similarly.  While  we  are  not 
necessarily  prepared  to  accept  this  prop¬ 
osition  Insofar  as  Baltimore-I^iyton 
service  is  concerned,  this  is  an  inappro¬ 
priate  forum  in  which  to  attempt  to 
resolve  the  conflicting  assertions  about 
its  validity.  We  note  that  Allegheny  is 
presently  two-stop  restricted  in  the 
Baltimore-Dayton  market  by  speclflc 
condition  and  we  have  been  persuaded 
that  the  prudent  course  is  to  heed  TWA’s 
objections. 

Improvements  in  Allegheny’s  author¬ 
ity  in  four  of  the  markets  now  under 
discussion  —  Chicago-Cleveland/Detroit, 
Cleveland-New  York,  and  Detroit-New 
York — have  been  made  the  subject  of 
vigorous  opposition  by  two,  three  and  in 
one  instance  four  carriers.  We  have  con¬ 
cluded  after  careful  deliberation  that 
Allegheny’s  authority  should  not  be  im¬ 
proved  in  the  manner  originally  pro¬ 
posed.  without  a  hearing,  and  accord¬ 
ingly.  we  have  imposed  as  an  additional 
restriction  the  requirement  that  Alle¬ 
gheny  make  one  intermediate  stop  more 
than  was  originally  proposed. 

Of  the  remaining  six  disputed  city- 
pair  markets  contained  in  paragraph  3  of 
Appendix  D,  three  objections  center 
around  Piedmont’s  argument  that  the 
proximity  of  Newport  News  to  Norfolk 
requires  that  stop  restrictions  from  cer¬ 
tain  cities  to  Newport  News  should  be 
identical  with  those  made  applicable  to 
Norfolk."  Piedmont  has  cited  no  author¬ 
ity  for  the  proposition  that  servloe  to 
Norfolk  is  service  to  Newport  News.  In¬ 


Baltimore-Dayton,  Chlcago-Cleveland/ 
Detroit,  Cleveland-New  York,  Detroit-New 
York,  LoulsvUle-Parkeroburg,  and  St.  liouls- 
Washlngton.  It  should  be  noted  that  AHe- 
gheny  acquiesced  to  Piedmont's  request  that 
the  Louisvllle-Parkersburg  market  be  one- 
stop  restricted  for  Allegheny.  Accordingly, 
the  discussion  in  the  text  which  follows  this 
footnote  Is  pertinent  primarily  to  the  other 
six  markets  cited  In  this  note. 

”TWA  points  out  that  both  markets  are 
served  by  relatively  few  nonstop  flights  and 
that  In  the  circumstance  one-stop  services 
would  be  highly  competitive — that  TWA's 
own  one-stop  flights  accounted  for  23  per¬ 
cent  of  Its  on-line  passengers. 

“  Newport  News-Clnclnnatl/Memphls/ 
Nashville. 


terested  civic  parties  disagree  on  the  is¬ 
sue**  and  we  have  been  presented  with 
little  m<Nre  than  Pledmontls  ipse  dixit  to 
prove  its  point.  Accordingly,  Allegheny’s 
<Mie-stop  authority  over  an  undesignated 
intermediate  point,  in  the  three  listed 
Newport  News  markets  will  be  pre¬ 
served.**  Allegheny’s  resultant  one-stop 
authority  will  be  significantly  inferior  to 
Piedmont’s  existing  imrestricted  nonstop 
authority. 

Three  markets  remain:  Columbus- 
Newport  News/Norfolk  and  Dayton- 
Newpiort  News.  In  each  of  these,  the 
Board  proposed  that  Allegheny  receive 
one-stop  authority  and  United  objected, 
requesting  that  a  two-stop  restriction  be 
Imposed.  We  have  not  adopted  United’s 
objections  and  have  maintained  a  one- 
stop  restrictlcm  in  each  market.  United’s 
objections  to  Allegheny’s  receiving  one- 
stop  authority  in  the  Newport  News-C!o- 
lumbus/Dayton  markets  are  general,  and 
unsupported  by  any  data  or  argument 
other  than  that  Allegheny  would  receive 
Improved  authority  which  would  be  more 
competitive  with  that  which  United  pres¬ 
ently  holds.  This  is  the  type  of  general 
argumentation  our  show  cause  order 
cautioned  against,  we  will  maintain  the 
and  in  the  absence  of  anything  but 
United's  unsupported  contentions  re¬ 
strictions  originally  imposed.  As  for 
the  Columbus-Norfolk  market.  United 
has  argued  that  by  making  Allegheny’s 
authority  in  the  market  equal  to  that  of 
United  (one-stop),  the  Board  neglected 
to  follow  its  own  realignment  criteria." 
United  has  apparently  misunderstood 
the  quoted  language.  The  competitor  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  the  cited  language  is  the 
competitor  with  the  best  authority  in  the 
market.  In  the  Columbus-Norfolk  mar¬ 
ket,  United’s  one-stop  authority  is  not 
the  best  authority  in  the  market;  rather. 
Piedmont’s  nonstop  authority  is  the  best 
authority,  and  it  was  Piedmont’s  au¬ 
thority  which  was  examined  to  deter¬ 
mine  what  Allegheny’s  authority  should 
be.  This  procedure  was  utilized  because 
it  is  our  view  that  elevating  Allegheny 
to  be  the  second  carrier  to  hold  inferior 
authority  in  the  market  does  not  hold  the 
prospect  of  having  any  but  minimal  im¬ 
pact  on  any  participant.  United  has  de¬ 
clined  to  set  forth  any  data  or  argument 
rebutting  this  assumption.  Indeed,  It 
does  not  serve  the  market.  Accordingly, 
the  award  to  Allegheny  of  one-stop  au¬ 
thority  in  the  Columbus-Norfolk  market 


*  The  Norfolk  Port  and  Industrial  Author¬ 
ity  has  argued  that  Norfolk  and  Newport 
News  should  be  treated  equally  while  the 
Peninsula  Airport  Commission  claims  that 
the  contention  that  the  service  areas  at  New¬ 
port  News  and  Norfolk  tend  to  overlap  is 
without  merit. 

“  In  respect  to  the  Nashvllle-Newport  News 
market,  the  Board's  show  cause  order  pro¬ 
posed  that  Allegheny  receive  nonstop  au¬ 
thority.  Piedmont's  objections  requested  that 
Allegheny  be  two-stop  restricted  In  the  mar¬ 
ket  and  Allegheny  subsequently  aoquleeoed 
to  a  one-stop  restriction.  We  agree  with 
Allegheny  that  a  one-stop  restriction  In  this 
market  should  be  adequate  to  protect  Pied¬ 
mont’s  nonstqp  rights. 


i£  fully  consistent  with  the  criteria  cited 
by  United  and  United’s  objection  Is  re¬ 
jected. 

A  fourth  category  of  markets  cited  by 
carriers  In  their  objections  are  various 
White  Plains  and  Isllp  markets.  TWA 
and  Northwest  have  argued  that  service 
to  White  Plalns/Isllp  Is  service  to  New 
York  and  that  restrictions  made  applic¬ 
able  to  various  New  York  markets  ^ould 
also  be  made  applicable  to  the  same  Is- 
lip/White  Plains  markets.  Although  the 
objecting  carriers’  proposition  is  of  du¬ 
bious  validity,  we  have  decided  not  to 
attempt  to  resolve  the  issue  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Nevertheless,  because  of  oiu: 
doubts  concerning  the  proposition,  we 
will  not  blindly  apply  the  same  restric¬ 
tions  that  have  b^n  made  applicable 
to  pertinent  New  York  markets  to  Isllp 
and  White  Plains.  Rather,  we  will  Impose 
a  one-stop  restriction  in  each  such  mar¬ 
ket  and  will  consider  lifting  even  that 
restriction  at  an  appropriate  time  In  the 
future." 

Only  five  markets  remain  for  discus¬ 
sion.  They  consist  of  city-pair  markets 
which  are  the  subject  of  on-going  Board 
proceedings.  North  Central  argues  that 
upgrading  Allegheny’s  authority  in 
the  Phlladelphia-Cflncinnati/Columbus/ 
Dayton  markets  would  be  inappropriate 
while  the  Ohio/Indiana  Points  Nonstop 
Service  Investigation.  Docket  21162,  a 
proceeding  In  which  North  Central  is  an 
applicant  for  nonsttHJ  authority  in  the 
cited  markets.  Is  pending.  We  have  con¬ 
sidered  similar  arguments  in  other  route 
realinement  proceedings  and  have  re¬ 
jected  them  for  several  reasons."  We  win 
similarly  reject  them  here.  It  bears  re¬ 
peating  that: 

*‘[E]veu  assuming  arguendo  that  finaliza¬ 
tion  of  the  show  cause  order  would  change 
the  relative  positions  of  the  applicants  In 
the  Investigation,  we  are  not  persuaded  that 
this  consideration  would  require  the  imposi¬ 
tion  of  a  restriction  on  (Allegheny’s)  author¬ 
ity.  Many  actions  taken  by  the  Board  may 
have  some  effect  on  carrier  selection  criteria 
in  future  proceedings.  However,  Board  pro- 
ceedtQgs  would  soon  become  unduly  complex 
and  unmanageable  If  we  delay  or  otherwise 
restrict  authority  In  issue  In  all  proceedings 
which  might  affect  each  other.”* 

In  its  objections.  Southern  stated  that 
It  does  not  object  to  the  Board’s  making 
final  its  proposed  new  and  improved  au¬ 
thority  for  Allegheny  in  the  Detroit- 
Nashville  market  provided  that  the 
Board  does  not  rely  in  any  respect  in  the 
forthcoming  decision  in  the  Detroit- 
Nashville  Nonstop  Investigation,  Docket 


"  United  cited  the  criteria  set  forth  at  page 
9  of  the  Board’s  order: 

“In  markets  In  which  lun  Allegheny  com¬ 
petitor  provides  single-plane  service,  Alleg¬ 
heny's  authority  will  require  one  Interme¬ 
diate  stop  more  than  the  competitive  service. 
In  situations  where  a  competitor  Is  author¬ 
ized  but  does  not  provide  service  in  a  mar¬ 
ket.  Allegheny’s  authority  will  require  one 
intermediate  stop  more  than  the  competi¬ 
tor’s  best  authority.” 

“  Allegheny  will  receive  nonstop  authority 
In  Detroit-White  Plains  since  It  already  pos¬ 
sesses  such  authority. 
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21454,  upon  Allegheny’s  having  two- 
stop  authority  and/or  providing  service 
and  carrying  traffic  in  the  NashvlUe- 
Detroit  market.  While  we  do  not  want 
to  make  any  comment  here  which  could 
be  construed  as  indicating  our  Intended 
disposition  of  the  Issues  in  the  Detroit- 
Nashville  Case,  it  Is  no  more  than  a  fac¬ 
tual  observation  to  point  out  that  the 
cited  proceeding  involves  the  need  for 
nonstop  service  between  Detroit  and 
Nashville,  whereas  all  Allegheny  will 
acquire  here  Is  a  technical  liberaliza¬ 
tion  of  its  existing  circuitous  two-stop 
authority,  which  it  has  not  in  fact  here¬ 
tofore  utilized;  that  the  record  in  the 
other  proceeding  has  long  since  closed; 
and  that  the  issues  in  the  proceeding 
will  of  course  be  based  on  that  record; 
and  that  the  Improved  authority  Alle¬ 
gheny  will  acquire  here  could  hardly, 
without  more,  allow  the  carrier  to  claim 
the  kind  of  “historic  stake”  In  the  mar¬ 
ket  w'hich  Southern  evidently  fears.  In 
short,  we  do  not  see  how  the  present  re- 
alinement  could  materially  afFect  the 
decisional  factors  in  the  other  case,  and 
we  perceive  no  problem  in  stating  here 
that  it  will  not  do  so. 

The  only  remaining  city-pair  market 
requiring  discussion  is  the  Baltlmore- 
liouisville  market.  The  Maryland  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  has  pointed 
out  that  the  Louisville- Washington/Bal¬ 
timore  Service  Investigation,  Docket 
21318,  has  been  pending  since  1969  and 
suggests  that  unless  the  Board  intends 
to  set  the  case  down  for  hearing  now,  it 
should  use  this  proceeding  to  grant 
nonstop  authority  to  Allegheny.  This  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  an  Improper  forum  in  which 
to  comment  upon  the  procedural  status 
of  another  proceeding  and  accordingly, 
we  decline  to  do  so.  Otherwise,  having 
been  presented  with  no  additional  ar¬ 
gumentation  as  to  why  Allegheny  should 
be  awarded  nonstop  authority  in  this 
market,  we  will  retain  its  existing  one- 
stop  restriction. 

One  final  matter  requires  comment. 
The  City  of  Yoimgstown  filed  an  answer 
in  opposition  to  the  Board’s  pn^xeed  re¬ 
alignment  of  Allegheny’s  ss^rtem  to  the 
extent  that  the  realignment  “would  cut 
In  half  Allegheny’s  minimum  sendee  obli¬ 
gation  at  Youngstown.’”*  Youngstown’s 


=‘^See  Order  72-0-68,  September  14,  1972 
at  p.  4  (Hughes  Alrwest  Realignment). 

“  See  Order  72-0-58,  supra  at  pp.  4-5. 

Although  there  are  a  number  of  points 
on  Allegheny’s  system  not  far  off  a  direct 
flight  path  betweeen  Detroit  and  Nashville, 
other  restrictions  In  the  attached  certlflcate 
make  It  virtually  Impossible  to  cozistruct  a 
practical  two-stop  operation  which  would  be 
materially  less  circuitous  than  Allegheny’s 
existing  authority  via  Akron  or  Youngstown 
and  Pittsburgh. 

“  Youngstown’s  answer  was  filed  late  and 
was  accompanied  by  a  Motion  fcM*  Leaye  to 
File  an  Unauthorized  Document.  We  wlU 
grant  Youngstown’s  motion.  Youngstown  also 
alleged  that  the  Board’s  show  cause  order 
did  not  give  it  and  other  communities  proper 
notice  that  the  carrier’s  service  obligation 
would  be  substantially  reduced.  Oiu:  discus¬ 
sion  below  on  the  merits  of  Youngstown’s 
allegations  makes  moot  additional  discus¬ 
sion  of  Youngstown’s  notice  argiunent. 


objection  Is  apparently  based  on  the  con¬ 
tention  that  the  Board’s  proposal,  in  re¬ 
ducing  the  number  of  segments  on  which 
Youngstown  appears  from  two  (segments 
10  and  12)  to  one,  would  also  reduce 
Allegheny’s  minimum  service  require¬ 
ments  at  Youngstown  from  four  daily 
roxmd  trips  to  two. 

We  have  carefully  analyzed  Youngs¬ 
town’s  contentions  and  have  also  con¬ 
sidered  the  series  of  events — including  a 
brief  but  drastic  curtailment  of  Youngs¬ 
town  service  by  Allegheny  during  this 
past  winter,  made  by  Allegheny  in  as¬ 
serted  reliance  on  the  fuel  crisis  condi¬ 
tions  then  prevailing — and  we  are  per¬ 
suaded  that  the  community  has  very 
legitimate  concerns  with  the  quality  of 
Allegheny’s  service.  Nonetheless  its  reme¬ 
dies  do  not  involve  the  relief  it  seeks  in 
this  proceeding  and  it  is  mistaken  in 
asserting  that  Allegheny  is  presently 
tmder  a  specific  obligation  to  provide 
four,  round  trips  and  that  Allegheny’s 
obligation  will  be  halved  upon  finaliza¬ 
tion  of  the  show  cause  order  and  realign¬ 
ment  of  its  system  into  a  single  segment. 

Youngstown’s  misapprehension  of  Al¬ 
legheny’s  service  obligations  stems  from 
its  confusion  of  three  separate,  albeit  in¬ 
terrelated,  service  obligations  which  are 
imposed  upon  the  local  service  carriers 
by  their  certificates.  Each  of  these  will 
be  discussed  in  turn. 

’The  first — and  most  basic — service 
obligation  is  the  requirement  that  each 
carrier,  local  or  tnmk,  exercise  its  au¬ 
thority.  Each  certificate  includes  a  condi¬ 
tion  that  the  holder  “shall  render  serv¬ 
ice  to  and  from  each  of  the  points  named 
herein,  except  as  temporary  suspensions 
of  service  may  be  authorized  by  the 
Board.  •  •  •”  That  basic  requirement, 
however,  does  not  impose  upon  the  car¬ 
rier  any  rigid  duty  regarding  levels  of 
service  nor  does  it  require  the  carriers  to 
provide  single-plane  service  in  specific 
city-pair  markets  or  between  every  pair 
of  points  named  in  its  certificate.  Rather, 
“so  long  as  the  carrier  continues  to 
schedule  service  to  each  point  on  a  route 
segment,  it  will  not  run  afoul  of  the 
abovementioned  condition  in  its  certifi¬ 
cate  by  not  providing  direct  service  be¬ 
tween  each  pair  of  points.”  Pan  Ameri¬ 
can  World  Airways  et  al..  Pacific  Route 
Amendments,  12  C.A.B.  158,  173  (1950). 
This  basic  obligation  to  serve,  however, 
is  not  involved  in  Youngstown’s  answer. 

’The  second  obligation  involves  the  so- 
called  “skip-stop”  condition,  which  is  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  certificates  of  the  local  serv¬ 
ice  carriers  but  not  the  trunks.”  Under 
this  condition,  a  carrier  is  prohibited 
from  overflying  an  intermediate  point 
included  in  the  linear  description  of  a 


"’The  text  of  the  condition  is  as  follows; 

“On  each  trip  operated  by  the  holder  over 
all  or  part  of  route  97,  the  holder  shall  stop 
at  each  point  named  between  the  point  of 
origin  and  point  of  termination  of  such  trip 
except  a  point  or  points  with  respect  to 
which  *  *  *  (d)  the  holder  has  scheduled  at 
least  two  dally  round  trips.  In  which  case  the 
holder  may  omit  such  point  or  points  on  any 
additional  trip  scheduled  over  all  or  part  of 
said  route,  subject  to  (certain  conditions).’' 


segment  unless  it  has  provided  a  mini¬ 
mum  level  of  service — ^usually  two  dally 
round  trips — to  the  point.  It  is  this  re¬ 
quirement  upon  which  Youngstown  ap¬ 
parently  places  primary  reliance. 

However,  Youngstown  is  mistaken  In 
Its  belief  that  the  skip-stop  condition 
presently  requires  Allegheny  to  provide 
foin:  daily  round  trips  at  the  community. 
In  the  first  place,  the  requirement  im¬ 
posed  is  not  absolute,  but  contingent, 
being  activated  only  if  the  point  in  ques¬ 
tion  is  overflown  on  flights  between  other 
points  on  the  same  segment.  ’Thus,  Alle¬ 
gheny  has  the  opportimity  to  avoid  the 
skip-stop  condition  with  respect  to 
Youngstow’n  simply  by  not  overflying  the 
community  on  segments  10  and  12  of  its 
existing  certificate." 

More  important  in  regard  to  Youngs¬ 
town.  however,  is  the  fact  that  a  carrier 
can  rely  on  a  single  flight  to  satisfy  a 
skip-stop  condition  with  respect  to  sev- 
ersd  segments  where  the  segments  in¬ 
clude  parallel  authority.  Since  Alle¬ 
gheny’s  segments  10  and  12  are  parallel 
between  Youngstown  and  Akron-Canton, 
Allegheny  is  able  to  fulfiU  its  existing 
skip-stop  requirements  at  Youngstown  by 
scheduling  two  round  trips  in  the 
Youngstown-Akron  market.  Allegheny 
presently  schedules  its  service  in  exactiy 
this  manner.  ’Thus  all  of  Allegheny’s 
presenc  service  in  excess  of  the  two 
Youngstown-Akron-Canton  round  trips 
(including  its  services  to  Pittsburgh,  Cta- 
cinnati  and  Detroit)  is  additional  to  that 
required  by  the  skip-stop  condition. 
Hence,  inasmuch  as  Allegheny  now 
chooses  to  fulfill  the  skip-stop  condition 
by  providing  two  round  trips  daily  in 
the  Youngstown-Akron  market,  realign¬ 
ment  of  its  certlflcate  into  a  single  seg¬ 
ment  will  have  no  practical  effect  upon 
the  level  of  service  required  by  the  skip- 
stop  condition  at  Youngstown.  These 
facts  illustrate  the  proposition  that  the 
skip-stop  condition  is  not  the  appro¬ 
priate  regulatory  tool  for  dealing  with 
quality  of  service  problems  of  the  sort 
which  concern  Youngstown.  Indeed,  its 
application  is  so  mechanical  that  full 
compliance  with  it  in  no  way  assures  a 
community  of  a  satisfactory  level  of 
service. 

Finally,  every  certificated  carrier  is 
under  an  obligation  imposed  by  section 
404  of  the  Act  to  render  adequate  serv¬ 
ice.  It  is  this  provision  which  requires 
Allegheny  to  provide  a  suitable  level  of 
service  in  those  Youngstown  markets 
which  it  is  certificated  to  serve  and  it  Is 
this  provision  on  which  the  Board  has 
traditionally  relied  in  dealing  with  serv¬ 
ice  problems  raised  by  civic  Interests. 
Youngstown  is  aware  of  this  fact,  having 


"After  the  realignment,  when  Allegheny 
will  have  but  a  single  segment.  It  will  be 
Impossible  as  a  practical  matter  for  the  car¬ 
rier  to  avoid  overflying  Youngstown  and  thus 
to  avoid  fulfilling  its  skip-stop  condition  with 
respect  to  Youngstown.  Thus,  In  a  smaU  way. 
Youngstown’s  position  with  respect  to  the 
condition  will  be  Improved  as  a  result  of  th« 
realignment. 

"*  See  Winona  Enforcement  Case,  88  C.AH. 
885  (1963). 
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itself  filed  an  adequacy  of  sei-vice  com¬ 
plaint  against  Allegheny’s  fuel-crisis  cut¬ 
backs  in  Docket  26263.  While  the  com¬ 
munity  is  correct  in  arguing  that  the  use 
of  those  procedures  can  be  “long  and  ex¬ 
pensive,”  other  infonnal  procedures — in¬ 
voked  by  Youngstown  itself — are  avail¬ 
able  through  the  Office  of  Community 
and  Congressional  Relations.  We  are  con¬ 
vinced  that  they  provide  the  best  means 
by  which  the  Board,  in  cooperation  with 
affected  communities,  can  resolve  such 
problems  as  arise.  Indeed,  Youngstown’s 
recent  complaint  was  voluntarily  with¬ 
drawn  by  the  community  when  Alle¬ 
gheny  agreed  to  restore  service.  See  Order 
74_5_41,May  8, 1974. 

Finally,  Allegheny  requests  in  its  Ob¬ 
jections  the  following  miscellaneous 
modifications  to  the  Board’s  show  cause 
order:  (1)  One  daily  roimd  trip  skip-stop 
authority  at  five  points*;  (2)  removal 
of  Poughkeepsie  from  its  certificate  *;  (3) 
removal  of  long-haul  restrictions  in  the 
Detroit-Cleveland  and  Memphis-Nash- 
ville  markets;  and  (4)  exclusion  for  vari¬ 
ous  reasons  of  16  city-pair  markets  from 
the  subsidy-ineligible  list  circulated  with 
the  show  cause  order.  No  voices  in  oppo¬ 
sition  have  been  raised  to  these  requests, 
and  accordingly,  we  will  grant  them  with 
the  exception  of  Allegheny’s  request  to 
remove  from  the  subsidy-ineligible  list 
six  markets  in  which  it  is  claimed  by 
Allegheny  that  service  is  not  “economi¬ 
cally  feasible.”  Our  analysis  indicates 
that  traCQc  flows  in  the  six  markets  may 
be  greater  than  Allegheny  claims,  and, 
accordingly,  we  do  not  agree  that  they 
should  be  made  eligible  for  subsidy.** 

For  purposes  of  determining  a  license 
fee  in  accordance  with  the  schediUes  set 
forth  In  §  389.25  of  the  Board’s  organiza¬ 
tion  regulations  (14  CFR  389.25),  the 
Board  flnds  that  the  additional  gross  an¬ 
nual  transport  revenues  for  the  first  full 
year  of  operations  by  Allegheny  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  the  new  authority  granted  herein, 
will  be  within  the  $100,000-$1,000,000 
range. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That:  1.  The 
tentative  flndings  and  conclusions  set 
forth  in  Order  73-10-24,  dated  October  4, 
1973,  as  modlfled  herein,  be  and  they 
hereby  are  made  flnal; 

2.  An  amended  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  for  route  97  “ 


in  the  form  attached  hereto  be  issued  to 
Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc.;, 

3.  Such  certificates  shall  be  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Board  by  its  Secretary, 
shall  have  affixed  thereto  the  seal  of  the 
Board,  and  shall  be  effective  on  Octo¬ 
ber  11,  1974:  Provided,  however,  that 
prior  to  the  date  on  which  this  amended 
certificate  would  otherwise  become  effec¬ 
tive,  the  Board,  either  on  its  own  motion 
or  upon  the  timely  filing  of  a  petition  or 
petitions  for  reconsideration  of  this 
order,  may  by  order  or  orders  extend 
such  effective  date  from  time  to  time: 
Provided,  further,  that  the  effective  date 
of  said  amended  certificate  shall  be  auto¬ 
matically  postponed  imtil  further  Board 
order  if  the  appropriate  license  fee  is  not 
paid  pursuant  to  §  389.21(b)  of  the  regu¬ 
lations; 

4.  The  Motion  of  Allegheny  Airlines, 
Inc.  for  Leave  to  File  an  Otherwise  Un¬ 
authorized  Document  be  and  it  hereby  is 
granted; 

5.  The  Motion  of  the  City  of  Youngs¬ 
town  for  Leave  to  File  an  Otherwise  Un¬ 
authorized  Document  be  and  it  hereby 
is  granted; 

6.  Petitions  for  Reconsideration  of  this 
order  may  be  filed  within  20  days  after 
the  service  date  hereof ; 

7.  Except  to  the  extent  granted  herein 
all  applications,  requests,  and  motions 
involved  in  this  proceeding  be  and  they 
hereby  are  denied;  and 

8.  A  copy  of  this  order  shall  be  served 
upon  the  parties  listed  in  Appendix  G. 

This  order  will  be  published  In  the 

Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board : 

[SEAL]  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Acting  Secretar  y. 

Appendix  A— City  Pair  Markets  in  which  Ai,le- 

OHENY  requested  improvrd  Autboritt  to  which 

NO  REPl.T  OBJECTIONS  WERK  RA18RD  > 


f:ity  pair 


Antboiity 


Pro¬ 

posed 


Granted 


Akron-Charleston . . . 
Akron-IInntington . . 
Akron-Pbil^elphia. 
Akron-St.  Louis . 


City  pair 


Authority 


Pro-  Granted 
posed 


Albany-Waslilngton . 1  0 

Altoona-Miimeapolis . IB  0 

Bellefonte-MinneapoUs . .  IB  0 

Blooiuington-Minneapolis... _ IB  0 

Bostoii-lluntington _ 1  0 

Bradford-MliuieapoUs.... _ _ _ IB  0 

Bullalo-Cincinnali _ ...  1  0 

HulTalO'I'oluiubus _ : _ _ _ 1  0 

Charli-ston-.Miiineapolls.... _ _ _ 2B  0 

('harl(\ston-Seranton _ 1  0 

t;liarleston-Syracuse _ ......  1  0 

Charli'.ston-Wllinington  - - 1  0 

('incinnali-Memphls _ _ _ 2  1 

t'inciniiati-Minneapolis.. _ _  2B  2 

('iiirinnali-NashTille _ ..... _ 2  1 

('larksImrg-MinneapoUs _ IB  0 

(’learfiold-MinneapoUs...... _ ...  IB  0 

t’levolaiid-l)etr«rft _ ... 0*  0 

t'levcland-Grand  Rapids_. _ 1 _ 2*  1 

('olumbus-Memphis _ ..........  2  1 

(’olumtius-NashviUe _ _  2  1 

l)anville-MiimcapoUs...._ _ _ _ IB  0 

Daytou-Louisville _ ....... _ 1  0 

Uayton-Memphis . . 2  1 

Dayton-Nashville . . 2  1 

Payton-Norfolk . .  2  1 

Detroit-Huntington _ ...  1  0 

l)uBois-Minnea|X)lis _ _ _ _  IB  0 

Klkiiis-MinneaiMlis . .  IB  0 

Erie-Minneapolis . .  IB  0 

EvatisviUe-Minneapolis . .  2B  0 

Ilartford-IImitington _ ...  1  0 

Hiuitington-MlnncapoUs _ .....  IB  0 

lluntington-Providence.. 1  0 

Huntin^n-Sprtcuse _ _ 1  0 

Huntington-Wilmlngton . .  1  0 

IndianapoUs-Minneapolis . . .  IB  1 

IndianapoUs-Memphls . . 2  1 

liidianapoUs-NashTlUe.. _ _ 2  0 

Jamestown-Minneapolis - IB  0 

Johnstown-MinneapoUs _ IB  0 

Kokomo-MinneapoUs _ _  IB  0 

Lafayette-MinneapoUs . . . ....  IB  0 

Lexington-MinneapoUs _ .......  IB  1 

Lima-MinneapoUs . .  IB  0 

lAiuisrlUe-Memptals . .  2  1 

Louisyille-Mtnneapons.........!...  2B  2 

Mansfield-MinneapoUs _ IB'  0 

Memphis-MinneapolU _ ...... _ _  2B  2 

Memphis-Nashvilto... _ _ _ 0*  0 

MinneapoUs-Mergantown...........  IB  0 

MinneapoUs-Munde _ ........ - IB  0 

MinneapoUs-NashTflla..............  2B  2 

MinneapoUs-Olean... _ ....... _ _  IB  0 

MinneapoUs-OU  City _ ... - IB  0 

MlnneapoUs-ParkwslNBS.... _ ...  IB  0 

MinneapoUs-Samhisky _ IB  0 

MinneapoUs-8t.  Louis _ _ _ 2B  2 

Minneapotts-Terre  Haota . . .  IB  0 

Minneapotts-ZaaesiiUe. _ _ IB  0 


*  Authority  shown  Is  tho  mlnlmnm  number  of  stops  in 
each  market.  A  reqnirsd  stop  at  Buffalo  as  an  Intermedi- 
ato  point  is  indieaud  by  Uie  letter  **B”  in  this  and  all 
snb^uent  Appondiees. 

1  Long-haul  reotrictod. 

*  Show  cause  erdor  anMieously  indieates  that  Alln- 
gheny  presently  has  two-stop  authority,  while  it  actually 
has  noucirouttMis  ona-ctop  authority. 


APPENDIX  B-Citt  Pair  Markkts  In  Wrkr  ai.lrohrnt  Proposed  Tmpbotrd  Autboritt  Which  Is  Denied 

In  View  Or  Sustained  Objections 


*  Grand  Baplds,  South  Bend,  Lafayette, 
Kalamazoo  and  ZanesvUle. 

w  Poughkeepsie  was  deleted  from  Alle¬ 
gheny’s  system  by  Order  73-9-89,  Septem¬ 
ber  25, 1973. 

“  On  a  related  matter,  we  note  that  by 
Order  74-6-42,  June  7, 1974,  the  Board  issued 
a  show  cause  order  directing  all  Interested 
persons  to  show  cause  why  the  Board  should 
not  establish  a  subsidy-free  mail  rate  for 
Allegheny.  One  of  the  tentative  findings  and 
conclusions  in  the  Realignment  show  cause 
order  was  that  realignment  carried  the  po¬ 
tential  for  a  substantial  reduction  in  Alle¬ 
gheny’s  subsidy  need  and  subsidy  payments. 
We  have  carefully  considered  the  ramifica¬ 
tions  of  this  development  and  have  concluded 
that  the  numerous  other  benefits  which 
would  Inure  to  Allegheny  from  realignment — 
fully  recited  In  our  Show  cause  order — ^Justify 
making  final  our  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  in  Order  7^19-24  and  realigning 
Allegheny’s  system  Independent  of  any  po¬ 
tential  impact  on  Allegheny’s  subsidy. 

**  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


Aotborlty 


City  pair 


Proposed 


Allegbeiiy’t 
request  Granted 


Akron-Minnnapolls. 


Baltimore-ColUTnbus _ _ 

Burlington-Pliiladelphia . 

. . 1 

. . 1 

_ 1 

Chieago-MinnenpnIi.s  .  _ 

_  _ 2B 

_ IB 

Columbns-Mlnnea'poUs. .  . . 

. - . 

_ 2B 

_  -  IB 

_  IB 

. 2B 

. . 1 

Ixmlsville-Nashville...r... . 

_  2 

. IB 

Miuneaiiolis-.Sonth  Bend _ _ 

_ _ _ 

_ 2B 

IB 

1 

1 


•0  1 
0  1» 


Minneapolls-Toledo . . 

MinneapoUs-Youngstown. 

Norfolk -Pittsburgh _ 

Pbiladelphia-Toledo _ 

Pittsburgh-South  Bend... 


1  IB 

2  2B 


IB 

2 

1 

1 


2B 

IB 

2 

1 

1 


>  Allegheny’s  request  is  supported  by  one  or  more  Civic  Parties. 

>  Allegheny’s  answer  requested  nonstop  authority  but  in  response  to  Piedmont’s  objection,  later  modified  the  re¬ 
quest  by  seeking  one-stop  authority.  We  have  honored  Piedmont’s  objection  only  to  the  extent  of  imposing  a  one- 
stop  rcdricUou. 
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AmcNDix  C— Cirr  Pair  Markets  in  Which  Ali.eohent  Proposed  Improved  Authoritv  Which  is  Granted 
'  Over  Unmebitobioub  Objections 


Authority 

City  pair  - 

Proposed  Allegheny’s  Granted 
request 


Boston-Norfolk . . 

C  harleston-E  vans  viUe. , - 
Charleston-lndlanapolls. 

Charleston-St.  Louis . 

£  vansviUe-Huntlngton. . 
Huntington-IndlanMXiUs. 

Huntington-St.  Louis _ 

LouisviU^Pfailadelphia. . 


I  10  »0 

1  0  >0 

1  0  >0 

1  0  >0 

1  0  >0 

1  0  *0 

X  0  »0 

I  >0  >0 


*  Allegheny’s  request  joined  by  one  or  more  Civic  Parties. 

*  Granted  over  opposition  by  Piedmont. 

Appendix  D.— Carrier  objections  by  category,  and  authority  grunted  in  light  of  the  objections 
(1)  lJurlington-Midwest  markets  objected  to  by  Delta: 


City  pair 


Proposed 


Authority 


Objecting  carrier  request  Granted 


Burlington-Clncinnati . . , 
Burlington-Cleveland  .  . , 
Burlington-Columbus. 

Burli  ngton-Day  ton . 

B  urlington-Detroit . 

Burlington-Evansville.. 
Buriin^on-lndianapolis. 
Burlington-Lezlngton. . 
Burllngton-MemplUs.  .. 
Burliugton-Nashvillc.  . . 

Burlington-St.  Louis _ 

Burlington-Toledo. . 

Burlington-Louisvillo. . . 


0 

1 

. do.‘ . 

.  Do.» 

0 

. do.i . 

.  Do.» 

0 

_ do.*.. . . . 

.  Do.» 

1 

—  -  .  Do.* 

0 

. do.* . 

.  Do.* 

0 

.....do.i . 

.  Do.* 

0 

_ do.* 

.  Do.* 

0 

. do.i . 

Do.» 

0 

_ do.i . 

.  Do.* 

0 

. do.i . 

.  Do.* 

0 

. do.*... . 

.  Do.* 

0 

. do.i . 

.  Do.* 

>  All  flights  serving  Burlington,  Vermont,  and  points  west  of  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  shall  also  serve  Albany  or  New  York. 
N.Y. 

’  Fexitnote  1  above  would  apply,  and  to  it  would  be  added:  The  holder  shall  servo  two  intermediate  points  between 
BurUngton,  Vermont,  and  Dayton  and  Toledo,  Ohio;  Evansville,  Indiana;  and  Lexington,  Kentucky. 

»  Must  stop  at  Albany  or  New  York,  N.Y.  or  any  two  points. 


(2)  ReguesU  For  Mandatory  Stop  at  Speeifie  Point 


City  pair 


Authority 

Proposed  Named  point  Granted 


Allentown-MinneapoUs. .. 

Baltimore-MinncapoUs _ 

Boston-MlnneapoUs . 

Chicago-Cincinnati . 

Chicago-Columbus.  . . 

Chicago-Dayton . 

Columbus- Grand  Rapids. 
Columbus-South  Bend... 

Dayton-Grand  Rapids _ 

Dayton-South  Bend . 

Grand  Rapids-New  York. 

Hartford-Mlnneapolls . 

Minneapolis-New  York... 
Mlnneapolis-Philadelphla. 
Minncapolis-Washlngton.. 
New  York-South  Bend... 


1  Buffalo . . 

1 . do . 

1 . do . 

1  Indianapolis.. . 

1 . do . . . 

1  _ do . . . 

1  Cincinnati/Indianapolis 

0 . do . . 

0 . do . . . . 

0 . do . . . . 

1  Indianapolis _ _ 

1  Buffalo . 

2  . do . 

2 . do. . . 

1 . do . . . 

1  Indianapolis _ _ 


1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

2 

2 

1 

1 
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(3)  Oencral  CompelUbie  Impact 


City  pair 


Propoaed 

autDority  Objection  by  eanier 


Authority 

granted 


Baltiinore-Dayton . . 

t^hicago-Cleveland . . 

Chioago-Detroit . . . 

Chicago-Grand  Rapids _ 

Chieago-Kalainazoo . 

Chicago-South  Bend . . 

Chic^o-Wasliington . 

Ciucinnati-Newiwrt  News-.t 

C  le  veland-Loulsvi  Up . 

Cleveland-New  York . 

Columbus-Newport  News _ 

Columbus-Norfolk _ _ 

Dayton-Newport  News _ 

Detroit-Grand  Rapids . 

Detroit-Kalainazoo . 

Detroit-New  Y'ork . . 

Detroit-South  Bend . 

LouisvlUe-Parkersburg . 

Merciphis-Newport  News _ 

Nashville-Newport  News _ 

St.  Louis-Wa.slungton . 


1  a— Tw . 

1  2— NC,  NW . 

1  2— AA,  NC,  NW . 

2  2— NC . 

2  2— NC . 

2  2— NC . 

1  2— AA,  NW,  PI,  TW . 

1  2— PI . 

1  2— AA . 

1  2— AA,  NC,  TW . 

1  2— UA . 

1  2— UA . 

1  2— UA . 

2  2— NC . 

2  2— NC . 

1  2— AA,  NC,  NW,  TW . 

2  2— NC . 

0  1— PI . . . 

1  Named  point— PI . . 

0  2— PI . 

I  2— TW . "3.! 


2 

2 

>  2 

>2 
•2 
1 2 
•1 
‘1 
•1 
2 
1 
1 
1 

»2 

2 

*2 

*1 

•1 

2 


>  Allegheny’s  only  viable  one-stop  routing  is  over  a  suspended  point  (Lima)  so  for  all  practical  purposes,  it  does  not 
presently  po^.ss  one-stop  authority. 

»  North  Central  apparently  misread  the  Board’s  proposed  certiflcatc  for  Allegheny  which  made  these  two-stop 
markets. 

*  Show  cause  order  erroneously  reported  Allegheny’s  authority  to  be  two-stop,  when  it  is  actually  one-stop  over 
noncircuitous  routings. 

*  Piedmont  argues  that  Newport  News  and  Norfolk  should  receive  identical  restrictions  with  paired  cities  (and 
Philadelphia  in  regard  to  Memphis). 

*  Allegheny  ai’quiesced  to  Piedmont’s  request  that  the  two  carriers  be  awarded  similar  .stop  authority  in  this 
market. 


(4)  Wip,  Rlii/e  Plaint  Markftt ' 


City  pair  Pro-  Granted 

iwsed 


Chicago-White  Plains..'. .  n  1 

Cincinnati-Islip .  0  I 

Cincinnati-White  Plains .  0  1 

Cleveland-Islip .  o  *  1 

Cleveland-White  Plains .  -  0  1 

Columbus-IsUp .  0  1 

Columbus-White  Plains. . .  0  1 

Dayton-Islip .  0  t 

Dayton-White  Plains... .  0  1 

Detroit-Isllp _ 0  ’1 

Detroit-White  Plains .  0  *0 

IsUp-Minneapolis .  <>  1 

St.  Louls-Wldte  Plains . 0  1 


t  AU  but  one  are  TWA’s  objections.  NW  joined  TWA 
In  regard  to  Islip-Detroit,  and  only  N  W  objected  in  regard 
to  Isllp- .Minneapolis. 

>  Allegheny’s  reply  assertions  that  it  already  has  non¬ 
stop  authority  in  these  markets  is  wrong.  Condition  4(b) 
of  its  present  certificate  prohibits  such  nights. 

>  Alltgheny  already  has  nonstop  authority  on  its 
present  segment  19. 

(5)  Cify  Pair  Markftt  HTikh  Art  The  Subjict  of  Ongoing 
Board  Proctedingt 


Authority 

City  pair  — - - 

Pro-  Granted 
postsl 


Baltiniore-Louisville. . . 1  *1 

Cincinnati-Philadelphia _ _  1  1 

Columbus-Philadelphia . . 1  I 

Dayton-Philadelphia . 1  1 

Detroit-Nashviile .  2  2 


*  Nonstops  requested  by  Civic  Party  in  the  event 
the  LouiwiUe-Wathingtonl Baltimore  Service  Iwettigatiun 
is  not  set  for  bearing. 

Appendix  E-Markxts  in  Which  Objections 
Have  Been  Filed  to  the  Boabd’s  Pboposeo 
Realignment  or  Allegheny’s  System 

MARKETS  USTS)  BY  CARRIER 

American: 

Chlcago-Detrolt 
Washington 
Cleveland-Loulsvllle 
New  York 
Detroit-New  York 


Delta: 

Burlington-Cincinnati 
Cleveland 
Columbus 
Dayton 
Detroit 
Evansville 
Indianapolis 
Lexington 
liouisville 
Memphis 
Nashville 
Philadelphia 
St.  Louis 
Toledo 
Washington 

Burlington — all  other  markets  west  of 
Buffalo 

North  Central : 

Cincinnati-Philadelphia 
Chlcago-Clncinnatl 
Cleveland 
Columbus 
Dayton 
Detroit 
Grand  Rapids 
Kalamazoo 
South  Bend 
Cleveland-New  York 
Columbus-Grand  Rapids 
Philadelphia 
South  Bend 
Dayton-Grand  Rapids 
Philadelphia 
-  South  Bend 
Detroit-Grand  Rapids 
Kalamazoo 
New  York 
South  Bend 

Grand  Rapids-New  York 
New  York-South  Bend 
Northwest: 

Boston-M  Inneapolls 
Chlcago-Clevelsmd 
Detroit 
Minneapolis 
Washington 
Cleveland-Minneapolls 
Detroit-Isllp 
Mlnnei^lls 
New  York 
Islip-MinneapolU 


Minneapolis-New  York 
Philadelphia 
Pittsburgh 
Washington 

Minneapolis-all  other  markets 
Ozark:  Louisville-Nashvllle 
Piedmont: 

Boston-Norfolk 
Charleston-Evansville 
Indianapolis 
Newport  News 
St.  Louis 

Chlcago-Washington 
Clnclnnati-Newport  News 
EvansvUle-Huntlng^ton 
Huntington-IndianapoUs 
St.  Louis 

Loulsville-Parkersburg 
Philadelphia 
Memphls-Newport  News 
Nashville-Newport  News 
Norfolk-Pittsburgh 
TWA: 

Baltimore-Oolumbus 

Dayton 

Chicago- W  ash  Ington 
White  Plains 
Cincinnatl-Isllp 
White  Plains 
Cleveland-Islip 
New  Ywk 
White  Plains 
Columbus-Islip 
White  Plains 
Dayton-Islip 
White  Plains 
Detrot  t-Isl  ip 
New  York 
White  Plains 
St.  Louls-Washlngton 
White  Plains 
Southern: 

Detrolt-Nashvllle 

United: 

Akron -Minneapol  is 
Allentown-Mlnneapolis 
Baltlmore-Ciolumbus 
Minneapolis 
Boston-Mlnneapolis 
Chlcago-Minneapolis 
Cleveland -Minneapolis 
Columbus-Minneapolis 
Newjiort  News 
Norfolk 

Dayton-Minneapolis 
Newport  News 
Detroit-Minneapolis 
Grand  Rapids-Minneapolis 
Pittsburgh 

Hartford-Mlnneapolis 
Minneapolls-Plttsburgh 
South  Bend 
Toledo 
Youngstown 
Norfolk-Pittsburgh 
Philadelphia-Toledo 
Pittsburgh-South  Bend 
Allegheny: 

Akron-Charleston 
Huntington 
Minneapolis 
Philadelphia 
St.  Louis 

Albany-Washington 
Altoona- Minneapolis 
Baltimore-Columbus 
Bellefonte-Mlnneapolls 
Bloomlngton-Minneapolis 
Boston-Huntington 
Norfolk 

Bradford-Mlnneapolis 

Buffalo-Clnclnnatl 

Columbus 

Burlington-Philadelphia 

Washington 
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Allegheny — Continued 
Charleston-EvansvUle 
Indianapolis 
Minneapolis 
Newport  News 
St.  Louis 
Scranton 
Syracuse 
Wilmington 
Chlcago-Minneapolls 
Clnclnuati-Memphls 
Minneapolis 
Nashville 

Clarksburg-Mlnneapolls 
Clearheld'Minneapolls 
Cleveland-Detroit 
Grand  Rapids 
Minneapolis 
Col  umbus-Memphis 
Minneapolis 
Nashville 

Danville-Mlnneapolis 
Dayton-Louisville 
Memphis 
Minneapolis 
Nashville 
Norfolk 

Detroit-Grand  Rapids 
Huntington 
Minneapolis 
DuBols-Mlnneapolis 
El  kins  -Minneapol  is 
Erie-Minneapolis 
Evansvllle-Huntington 
Minneapolis 

Grand  Raplds-Mlnneapolis 
Pittsburgh 

Hartford-Huntington 
Huntlngton-Indlanapolis 
Minneapolis 
Providence 
St.  Louis 
Syracuse 
Wilmington 

Indianapolis-Minneapolls 
Memphis 
Nashville 

Jamestown-Minneapolls 
Johnstown-Mlnneapolls 
Kokomo-Mlnneapolis 
Lafayette-Minneapolis 
Lexington-Mlnneapolis 
Llma-Minneapolls 
Louisville-Memphls 
Minneapolis 
Nashville 
Parkersburg 
Philadelphia 
MansQeld-Mlnneapolis 
Memphls-Minneapolis 
Nashville 

Mi  nneapolis-Morgantown 
Muncle 
Nashville 
Glean 
Oil  City 
Parkersburg 
Pittsburgh 
Sandusky 
St.  Louis 
South  Bend 
Terre  Haute 
Toledo 
Youngstown 
Zanesville 

Nashvllle-Newport  News 
Norfolk-Pittsburgh 
Phlladelphla-Toledo 
Pittsburgh-South  Bend 
The  Buffalo  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
The  City  of  Buffalo,  The  County  of  Erie, 
and  The  Niagara  Frontier  Transportation 
Authority 
B  uffalo-Cincinnatl 
Buffalo-Columbus 

Capital  'District  Chamber  of  Commerce  of 
New  York  State,  Inc, 

Albany-Washlngton 


Lake  Champlain  Regional  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce,  The  State  of  Vermont,  The  City 
of  Burlington,  and  The  Greater  Burling¬ 
ton  Improvement  Corp. 
Burllngton-Philadelphla 
Burlington-Washing  ton 
The  Greater  Cincinnati  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce  and  The  Kent  County  Airport 
Board 

Buffalo-Clncinnati 

City  of  Dayton,  Ohio  and  the  Dayton  Cham¬ 
ber  of  Commerce 
Baltlmore-Dayton 
Dayton-  Louisville 
Dayton-Norfolk 

City  of  Grand  Rapids,  Michigan,  Greater 
Grand  Rapids  Chamber  of  Commerce 
and  County  of  Kent,  Michigan 
Grand  Raplds-Plttsburgh 
Indianapolis  Airport  Authority 
Indlanapolls-Nashville 
Isllp,  Long  Island 
Clnclnnati-Islip 
Cleveland-Isllp 
Columbus-Islip 
Dayton-Isllp 
Detroit-Isllp 
Mlnneapolis-Islip 

Lioulsvllle  and  Jefferson  County  Air  Board 
Dayton-Loulsvllle 
Loulsville-Phlladelphla 
Maryland  Department  of  Transportation 
Albany-Washlngton 
Baltimore-Columbus 
Dayton 
Louisville 

Massachusetts  Port  Authority 
Boston-Norfolk 

Norfolk  Port  and  Industrial  Authority 
Boston-Norfolk 
Cinclnnati-Newport  News 
Columbus-Norfolk 
Dayton-Norfolk 
Memphls-Nev/port  News 
Nashvllle-Newport  News 
Norfolk-Pittsburgh 

New  York  State  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion 

Albany-Washlngton 
Peninsula  Airport  Commission 
Clnclnnatl-Newport  News 
Memphis-Newport  News 
Nashvllle-Newport  News 
City  of  Philadelphia  and  the  Greater  Phila¬ 
delphia  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Akron-Phlladelphla 
Burlington-Phlladelphia 
Loulsville-Phlladelphla 
Phlladelphla-Toledo 

The  Toledo-Lucas  County  Port  Authority, 
The  Toledo  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
and  The  City  of  Toledo 
Phlladelphla-Toledo 
Youngstown,  Ohio 
Youngstown  Service 

Appendix  P — Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc, 

LIST  OF  OPERATIONS  INELIGIBLE  FOR  SUBSIDY 

1.  Flight  stages  to  and  from  the  following 
points : 

Allentown/Bethlehem/Easton 
Burlington 
Glens  Falls 
Lexington 
Louisville 
Memphis 

Mlnneapolls/St.  Paul 
Nashville 

Newport  News/Hampton/Wllllamsburg 
York  town 

Norfolk/ Virginia  Beach/Portsmouth/ 
Chesapeake 
Plattsburgh 
Rutland 
St.  Louis 

Saranac  Lake/Lake  Placid 

2.  Turnaround  operations  between  New' 


York/Newark  and  Providence 
3.  Nonstop  operations  between  the  follow¬ 
ing  pairs  of  points: 

Akron-Phlladelphla 
Albany-Atlantlc  City 
Albany-Baltlmore 
Albany-Buffalo/Nlagara  Falls 
Albany-Cape  May 
Albany-Cleveland 
Albany-Islip 
Albany-Jamestown 
Albany-New  Haven/Bridgeport 
Albany-New  York/Newark 
Albany-Ogdensburg/Massena 
Albany-Olean 

Albany-Philadelphia/Camden 
Albany-Salisbury 
Albany-Trenton 
Albany-Washlngton 
Albany-White  Plains 
Albany- W  Umington 
Altoona-Bradford 
Altopna-Buffalo/Nlagara  Falls 
Altoona-Huntlngton 
Altoona-Islip 
Altoona- J  amestown 
Altoona-Oil  City/Franklin 
Altoona-Parkersburg/Marletta 
Altoona-Reading 
Atlantic  City-Bradford 
Atlantic  City-Cleveland 
Atlantic  Clty-Detrolt 
Atlantic  Clty-Erie 
Atlantic  City-Huntington 
Atlantic  City-Jamestown 
Atlantic  Clty-Parkersburg/Marletta 
Atlantic  City-Reading 
Atlantic  Clty-Williamsport 
Baltlmore-Boston 
Baltlmore-Bradford 
Baltlmore-Buffalo/Niagara  Falls 
Baltlmore-Clncinnati 
Baltimore-Erie 
Baltimore-Indlanapolis 
Baltimore- Jamestown 
Baltimore-New  York/Newark 
Baltimore-Oll  City/Franklin 
Baltimore-Plttsburgh/ Wheeling 
Baltimore-Willlamsport 
Belief  onte/State  College-Harrisburg/ 
York 

Bellefonte/State  College-Isllp 
Blnghamton/Endicott/Johnson  City- 
Chlcago 

Binghamton/Endlcott/ Johnson  Clty-Erie 
Bloomlngton-Indlanapolis 
Boston-Bradford 
Boston-Buffalo/Niagara  Falls 
Boston-Harrlsburgh  /  York 
Boston- J  amestown 
Boston-Lancaster 
Boston-Olean 

Boston-  Ph  ifadelphla/Camden 
Boston-Plttsburgh  /  Wheeling 
Boston-Reading 
Boston-Rochester 
Boston-Syracuse 
Boston-Washlngton 
Bradf  ord-Hagerstown  /  Mar  tinsburg 
Bradford -Hartford/Sprlngfleld/Westfield 
Bradford -Huntington 
Bradford-Islip 
Bradf  ord-Johnstown 
Bradford-New  Haven/Bridgeport 
Bradford-New  London/Groton 
Bradford-Parkersburg/  Marietta 
Bradford-Providence 
Bradf  ord-W  ashington 
Buffalo/Niagara  Falls-Cleveland 
Buffalo /Niagara  Falls-Detrolt 
Buffalo/Niagara  Falls-Hagerstown/Mar- 
tlnsburg 

Buffalo/Niagara  Falls-Harrisburg/York 
Buff  alo/  Nlag  ara  Falls  -Hartford/  Spring¬ 
field/Westfield 

Buffalo/Niagara  Falls-Huntington 
Buffalo/Niagara  Falls-Islip 
Buffalo/Niagara  Falls-Johnstown 
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Buffalo/Nlagaim  Palls-New  Tork/Newaik 
Buflalo/Niagara  Falla-Parkersburg/ 

Marlette 

Buffalo/Niagara  Falls-Ptttaburgh/ 

Wheeling 

Buffalo/Niagara  Falls-Washlngton 

Buffalo/Nlagara  PaUB-WUUamsport 

Bvifflo/Niagara  Falls-Clnclnnatl 

Buflalo/Niagara  Falls-Columlnu 

Chlcago-Elinlra/Comlng 

Cblcago-Erie 

Chlcago-Indlanapolia 

ChicagO'Ithaca/Cortland 

Chlcago-Plttaburgb  /  Wheeling 

Ch  1  cago  -  Scran  ton  /  W  Ukea-Barre 

Chlcago-ntlca/Roma 

Chlcago-Wllllamsport 

Clnclnnatl-Scranton/Wllkee-Barre 

Clarksburg/Palrmont-New  Toik/Mewark 

Clarksburg/Falrxnont-Phlladelphla/ 

Camden 

Clearfield/Phllllpsburg-Harrlsburg/Toik 
Clearfield/Phllllpsburg-Isllp 
Cleveland  •  Hartlord/Sprlngfleld/WeBt* 
field 

Cleveland-Isllp 

Cleveland-New  Haven/Bridgeport  • 

Cleveland-New  London/Oroton 

Cleveland-Si/racuse 

Columbus-Plttsburgh/Wheellng 

Columbus-Scranton/Wllkee-Barre 

Dayton-Plttsburgh/Wheellng 

Detrolt-Isllp 

Detroit-New  Haven/Bridgeport 

Detroit-New  London/Oroton 

Dubols-Harrlsburg/Tork 

Dubols-Isllp 

Elmlra/Comlng-Erle 

Elmlra/Cornlng-Pblladelphla/Camden 

Elmira/ Coming -Washington 

Erle-Isllp 

Erle-Itbaca/Cortland 
Erie -Keene 

Erie-New  Haven/Bridgeport 
Erie-New  London/Oroton 
Erle-Rocheeter 
Erle-Syrac\ue 
Erle-Utlca/Rome 
Erle-Wasblngton 
Erie- White  Plains 
Erle-Worcester 
EvansvUle-Indlanapolls 
EvansvUle-PlUsbtirgh/ Wheeling 
Orand  Raplds-Toledo 
Hagerstown/Martlnsburg -Jamestown 
Hagerstown/Martlnsburg-Oll  City/ 
Franklin 

Hagerstown/MarUnsb\irg- Williamsport 
Barrlsburg/Y<x'k-Hartford/8pringfiMd/ 
Westfield 

Harrlsburg/Tork-H\mtlngton 
Harrlsburg/York-Isllp 
Harrlsburg/York-New  Haven/Brldgejxvt 
Harrlsburg/York-New  London/Oroton 
Harrlsburg/York-Oll  Clty/Fnmklln 
Hanisburg/York-Parkersburg/Marletta 
Harrisburg/ York-Provldence 
Barftord/Sprlngfield/Westfleld  -  James¬ 
town 

Eartford/Sprlngfleld/Westfield  -  Lancas¬ 
ter 

Hartford/Sprlngfield/Westfield-Olean 
Bartford/Sprlngfield/Westfield  -  Pitts¬ 
burgh/  Wheeling 

Eartford/Sprlngfield/Westfleld-Beadlng 
Hartford/Bprlngfleld/Westfleld  -  Boohes- 
ter 

Hartford/Sprlngfleld/Westfleld-Syraeuse 
Hartford/Spiingfleld/Weetfleld  •  Wash¬ 
ington 

Eartford/Sprlngfield/Westlleld  -  White 
Plains 

Hazleton-Isllp 
Huntlngton-Jamestown 
Huntlngton-Johnstown 
Huntlngton-Lnncaster 
Huntington-New  York/Newark 


Huntlngton-Oll  Clty/Pranklln 
Huntlngton-Phlladelphla/ Camden 
Huntlngton-Beadlng 
Indlanapolls-Kokomo/Logansport/Peru 
Indlanapolls-Muncle/ Anderson/New  Cas 
Indlanapolls-New  York/Newark 
lallp-J  amestown 
tie 

Isllp- J  ohnstown 

Xsllp-Lancaster 

Isllp-Plttsbxurgh/Wheellng 

Isllp-Readlng 

Isllp-Rocbester 

Isllp-Scranton/Wllkes-Barre 

Isllp- Williamsport 

Ithaca/Cortland-Washlngton 

J  amestown  -  J  ohnstown 

Jamestown-New  Haven/Bridgeport 

Jamestown-New  London/Oroton 

J  amestown-Parkersburg/Marletta 

Jamestown- Washington 

Johnstown-OU  Clty/Pranklln 

Johnstown-Parkersburg/Marletta 

J  ohnstown-Readlng 

Lancaster-New  Haven/Bridgeport 

Lancaster-New  London/Oroton 

Lancaster-Parkersbvirg/Marletta 

Lancaster-Provldence 

Lancaster-Scranton /Wilkes-Barre 

Lancaster- Washington 

Morgantown-New  York/Newark 

New  Haven/Brldgepcnt-Readlng 

New  London/Oroton-New  York/Newark 

New  London/Oroton -Reading 

New  York/Newark-Rochester 

New  York/Newark -Parkersburg/Marietta 

New  York/Newark-PlttSburgh/Wheellng 

Oil  Clty/Pranklln-Parkersburg/ 

Marietta 

Oil  Clty/Pranklin-Washlngton 
Oil  Clty/Pranklln-Wllllamsport 
Olean-Provldence 

Parkersburg/Marietta-Phlladelphla/ 

Camden 

Parkersburg  /Marietta-Reading 
Phlladelphla/Camden-Whlte  Plains 
Pittsburgh  /  Wheeling-Reading 
Plttsburgh/Wheellng-Rochester 
Providence-Reading 
Reading  -Scranton  /  Wilkes-Barre 
Readlng-Washlngton 
Roches  ter-Washlngton 
Syracuse- Wash  ington 
Utica/Rome- Washington 
Washington-White  Plains 
Washlngton-Wllllamsport 
4.  One-stop  or  better  operations  between 
the  following  pairs  of  points: 

Albany -Erie 
Albany- Washington 
Baltlmore-Cleveland 
Baltimore  -Detroit 

Blnghamton/Endicott/Johnson  Clty- 
Detroit 

Boston-Buff  alo/Niagara  Falls 
Boston-Cleveland 
Boston-Lexlngton 
Boston-Plttsburgh/Wheeling  (via 
Albany  or  Blnghamton/Endlcott/ 
Johnson  City) 

Buffalo/Niagara  Palls-Hartford/ 

Sp  rlngfleld  /  Westfield 
Buffalo/Niagara  Falls-Memphls 
Buffalo/ Niagara  Falls-Nashvllle 
Buffalo/Niagara  Falls-Providence 
'  Cleveland-Pbiladelphla/Camden 
Cleveland -Washington 
Detrolt-Elmira/Comlng 
Detrolt-Ithaca/Cortland 
Detrolt-Keene 

Detroit-Pbiladelphla/Camden 
Detrolt-Provldence 
Detrolt-Rochester 
Detroit-Syracuse 
Detrolt-Utica/Rome 
Detroit- Washington 
Detroit- White  Plains 
Detroit- Worcester 


Erle-Hartford/Sprlngfleld/WeBtaekl 
Jamestown-Provldenoe 
Indianapolls-St.  Louis 
Lexlngt^-New  York/Newark 
Memphis-New  York/Newuik 
Nasbvllle-New  York/Newark 
&.  Two-stop  or  better  (^eraUcos  between 
the  following  pairs  of  points: 

Albany-Detrolt 

Boston-Brie 

Detroit  -  Hartford/aprlngfldd/Westfleld 
New  York /Newark 

6.  Three-stop  ch:  better  operations  between 
Boston  and  Detroit. 

Appendix  O— Aixeghent  Route  BBAuamixiiT 
Sexvicx  List 

This  order  Is  being  served  on  the  following: 
Edwin  I.  Colodny,  Esq.. 

Allegheny  Airlines, 

Washington,  D.C.  20001. 

Alfred  V.  J.  Prather,  Esq., 

Counsel  for  American  Airlines, 

Prather,  Levenberg,  Seeger,  DooUttle,  Farm¬ 
er  &  Ewing, 

1101  Sixteenth  Street,  NW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

William  D.  Stewart,  Jr, 

Secretary,  American  AlrllneSt 
633  Third  Avenue, 

New  York,  New  York  10017. 

B.  HoweU  Hill,  E3sq, 

Branlff  Airways, 

Arnold  &  Porter, 

1229  19th  Street,  NW, 

Washington,  D.C.  200M. 

Lee  M.  Hydeman,  Eisq, 

Hydeman  &  Mason, 

Couivsel  for  ConUneotel  Air 
1225  19th  Street.  NW, 

Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

James  W.  Oalllson,  Esq., 

Assistant  Vice  President,  Law, 

Delta  Air  Lines,  Iim:, 

Hartsfleld -Atlanta  Intematkmal  Alipar^ 
Atlantc^  Georgia  30320. 

Dwight  D.  Taylor, 

Senior  Vice  President,  Public  AffaRu, 

Eastern  Air  Lines,  Ino, 

10  Rockefeller  Plaza, 

New  York,  New  York  10020. 

Andrew  T.  A.  MacDonald,  Elaq, 

Counsel  for  National  Alrilnes, 

Wllmer,  Cutler  A  Pickering. 

900  17th  Street.  NW, 

Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

Raymond  J.  Rasenberger,  Esq, 

Counsel  for  North  Central  Airlines,  Ine, 
Zuckert,  Scoutt  and  Rasenberger, 

Suite  1104, 

888  17th  Street,  NW, 

Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

James  M.  Verner,  Esq. 

Coilnsel  for  Northwest  Airlines,  Ine, 

Vemer,  Lllpfert,  Bernhard  &  McFbsrson, 
Suite  1100, 

1660  L  Street.  NW, 

Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

M.  J.  Lapensky, 

Vice  President,  Economic  Planning, 
Northwest  Atrllnes,  Inc., 

Minneapolis- St.  Paul  Tntematlanal  Airport 
St.  Paul,  Minnesota  55111. 

Thom  Q.  Field,  Esq. 

Counsel  for  Ozark  Air  Lines,  Ino, 

Neale,  Newmann,  Bradshaw  A  ReeniAn. 

705  Woodruff  Building. 

Springfield,  MlssourL 
Edward  J.  Crane,  President, 

Ozark  Air  Lines,  Ine, 

Lambert-St.  Louis  International  Aliportk 
St.  Louis,  Missouri. 

WlUlam  V.  Costello, 

Staff  Vice  President, 

Regulatory  Affairs. 

Eastern  Air  Lines,  Ino, 

1030  15th  Street  NW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20005. 
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David  N.  Brlctson,  Esq., 

Assoclale  General  Couns^ 

Frontier  Airlines, 

8250  Smith  Road, 

Denver,  Colorado  80207. 

Cecil  A.  Beasley,  Jr.,  Esq., 

Counsel  for  Southern  Airways,  Inc.* 
Ballard  &  Beasley, 

912  American  Security  B\iHdlng, 

730  16th  Street  NW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20005. 

John  W.  Simpson,  Esq., 

Counsel  for  Piedmont  Aviation,  Inc., 
Koteen  &  Burt, 

1000  Vermont  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20005. 

Emory  N.  Ellis,  Jr.,  Esq., 

Counsel  for  Texas  International, 
Fulbrlght,  Crooker,  Freeman,  Bates 
worskl. 

Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Raymond  R.  Fletcher,  Jr.,  Esq., 

Vice  President-General  Counsel, 
Trans  World  Airlines, 

605  Third  Avenue, 

New  York,  New  York  10016. 

Henry  M.  de  Butts,  Esq., 

Vice  President — Regulatory  Affairs, 
Western  Airlines, 

P.O.  Box  92005, 

World  Way  Postal  Center, 

Los  Angeles,  California  00000. 

B.  O.  Fennell,  Esq., 

Senior  Vice  President — Law, 

United  Air  Lines, 

P.O.  Box  66100, 

Chicago,  Illinois  60666. 

THE  MATOBS  OT 

Akron,  Ohio 
Albany,  N.Y. 

Allentown,  Pa. 

Altoona,  Pa. 

Anderson,  Ind. 

Atlantic  City,  N.J. 

Baltimore,  Md. 

Bellefonte,  Pa. 

Bethlehem,  Pa. 

Binghamton,  N.T. 

Bloomington,  Ind. 

Boston,  Mass. 

Bradford,  Pa. 

Bridgeport,  Conn. 

Buffalo,  N.Y. 

Burlington,  Vt. 

Cape  May,  N.J. 

Canton,  Ohio 
Cambridge,  Ohio. 

Camden,  N.J. 

Charleston,  W.  Va. 

Chesapeake,  Va. 

Chicago,  HI. 

Cincinnati,  Ohio 
Clarksburg,  W.  Va. 

Clearfield,  Pa. 

Cleveland.  Ohio 
Columbus,  Ohio 
Corning,  N.Y. 

Cortland.  N.Y. 

Danville,  Ill. 

Dayton,  Ohio 
Detroit,  Mich. 

DuBols,  Pa. 

Eastern,  Pa. 

Elkins,  W.  Va. 

Endicott,  N.Y. 

Elmira,  N.Y. 

Erie,  Pa. 

Evansville,  Ind. 

Fairmont,  W.  Va. 

Franklin,  Pa. 

Glens  Falls,  N.Y. 

Grand  Rapids,  Mich. 

Groton,  Conn. 

Hagerstown,  Md. 

Harrlsburg.'Pa. 

Hartford,  Conn. 

Hampton,  Va. 


Hazleton,  Pa. 

Huntington.  W.  Va. 

^  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Islip,  N.Y. 

Ithaca,  N.Y. 

Jamestown,  N.Y. 

Johnson  City,  N.T. 

Johnstown,  Pa. 

Kalamazoo,  Mich. 

Keene,  N.H. 

Kokomo,  Ind. 

Lafayette.  Ind. 

Lake  Placid,  N.Y. 

Lancaster,  Pa. 

Lexington,  Ky.  ^ 

Lima,  Ohio 
Logansport,  Ind. 

Louisville,  Ky. 

Ja-  Martlnsburg,  W.  Va. 

Mansfield,  Ohio 
Marietta,  Ohio 
Massena,  N.Y. 

Memphis,  Tenn. 

Minneapolis,  Minn. 

Morgantown,  W.  Va. 

Muncie,  Ind. 

Nashville.  Tenn. 

Newark,  N.J. 

New  Castle,  Ind. 

New  Haveq,  Conn. 

New  London,  Conn. 

Newport  News,  Va. 

New  York,  N.Y, 

Niagara  Falls,  N.Y. 

Norfolk.  Va. 

Ogdensburg,  N.Y. 

OU  City,  Pa. 

Olean,  N.Y. 

Parkersburg,  W.  Va. 

Peru,  Ind. 

PhUadelphla,  Pa. 

Phllllpsburg,  Pa. 

Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

Plattsburgh,  N.T. 

Portsmouth,  Va. 

Poughkeepsie,  N.T. 

Providence.  RX 
Reading,  Pa. 

Rochester,  N.T. 

Rutland,  Vt. 

Rome,  N.T, 

St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Salisbury.  Md. 

Sandusky,  Ohio 
Saranac  Lake.  N.T. 

Scranton,  Pa. 

South  Bend,  Ind. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

South  Bend,  Ind. 

Springfield,  Mass. 

State  College,  Pa. 

Syraciise,  N.Y. 

Terre  Haute,  Ind. 

Toledo,  Ohio 
Trenton,  N.J. 

Utica.  N.T. 

Virginia  Beach,  Va. 

Washington,  D.C. 

Watertown,  N.Y. 

Wheeling,  Pa. 

White  Plains.  N.T. 

Wilkes-Barre,  Pa. 

Williamsburg,  Va. 

Williamsport,  Pa. 

Wilmington,  DeL 
Worcester,  Mass. 

Youngstown,  Ohio 
York,  Pa. 

Yorktown,  Ohio 
Zanesville,  Ohio 

THE  GOVQtNOBB  OF 

Connecticut 

Delaware 

Kentucky 

Maryland 

Massachusetts 

Illinois 

Indiana 


Michigan 

Minnesota 

Missouri 

New  Hampshire 

New  Jersey 

New  York 

Ohio 

Pennsylvania 
Tennessee 
Vermont 
Virginia 
West  Virginia 

Connecticut  Department  of  Transportation, 
B\ireau  of  Aeronautics,  60  Washington 
Street,  Hartford,  Connecticut  06115. 

Delaware  Aeronautics  Section,  Division  of 
Transportation,  Department  of  Highways  & 
Transportation,  Highway  AdmlnlstratlcHi 
Building.  Box  778,  Dover.  Delaware  19901. 
Kentucky  Department  of  Aeronautics,  Old 
Capital  Aimex,  Frankfort,  Kentucky  40601. 
Maryland  State  Aviation  Administration. 
Department  of  Transportation,  Friendship 
International  Airport,  Box  8755,  Baltimore, 
Maryland  21240. 

New  Hampshire  Aeronautics  Commission, 
Municipal  Airport,  Concord,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  03301. 

New  Jersey  Department  of  Transportation, 
Division  of  Aeronautics,  1035  Parkway 
Avenue.  Trenton,  New  Jersey  08625. 

New  York  State  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion,  Air  Technical  Assistance  Section,  1220 
Washington  Avenue,  Albany,  New  York 
12226. 

Ohio  Department  of  Commerce,  Division  of 
Aviation,  University  Airport,  3130  Case 
Road,  Columbus,  Ohio  43220. 

Pennsylvania  Department  of  Transportation, 
Bureau  of  Aviation,  Harrisburg  State  Air¬ 
port,  New  Cumberland,  Pa.  17070. 
Massachusetts  Aeronautics  Commission,  Bos- 
ton-Logan  Airport,  East  Boston,  Mass. 

02128.  i 

Indiana  Aeronautics  Commission,  100  North 
Senate  Ave.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204. 
Michigan  Aeronautics  Commission,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  Capital  City  Airport. 
Lansing,  Mich.  48906. 

Minnesota  Department  of  Aeronautics,  St. 
Paul  Downtown  Airport,  (Holman  Field), 
Administration  Bldg.,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55107. 
Missouri  Division  of  Commerce  and  Indus¬ 
trial  Development,  Aviation  Section,  Jeffer¬ 
son  Bldg.,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  65101. 
Teimessee  Aeronautics  Commission,  Box  3557, 
Airport  Station,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37217. 
Vermont  Aeronautics  Board,  State  Ho\ise. 
Montpelier,  Vt.  05602. 

Virginia  State  Corporation  Commission,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Aeronautics,  4508  South  Laburnum 
Ave.,  Box  7716,  Richmond,  Va.  23231. 

West  Virginia  State  Aeronautics  Commis¬ 
sion,  Kanawha  Airport,  Charleston,  W.  Va. 
25311. 

Illinois  Department  of  Aeronautics,  Capital 
Airport,  Springfield,  Ill.  62705. 

[FR  Doc.74-18539  Filed  8-14-74;8:46  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(Docket  No.  22869;  Order  74-8-47] 

ALLEGHENY  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Order  of  Suspension  Regarding  Domestic 
Air  Freight  Rate  Investigation 

Adopted  by  the  Civil'  Aeronautics  Board 
at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
12th  day  of  August  1974. 

By  tariff  revisions,  posted  July  12, 1974. 
and  marked  to  become  effective  August 
26,  1974,  Allegheny  Airliriee,  Inc.  (Alle¬ 
gheny)  proposes  revisions  in  its  general 
commodity  rates  as  follows: 

1.  Increase  the  minimum  charge  per  ship¬ 
ment  from  $11.00  to  $12.00; 
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HOflCES 


2.  Copies  of  this  order  shall  be  ffled 
with  the  tariffs  and  served  upon  Alle¬ 
gheny  Airlines,  Inc. 

This  order  will  be  published  In  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEALl  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 


Appendix  A 

TABirr  CJIP.  NO.  169  IS8UXD  BT  ADULINB  TABIW 
PUBI.ISHEKS,  INC.,  AOXNT 

The  rates,  subject  to  the  minimum  ^Ight 
of  500  pounds,  between  the  polnt(B)  Shown 
In  Column  1  and  the  polnt(8)  shown  oppo¬ 
site  thereto  In  Column  2,  on  pages  listed  in 
Column  3: 


Column  1 


Column  2 


CohimnS 


Atlantic  City _ MinneapoSs/St.  Paul _ 

Binghamton _ Memphis . . 

Boston . .  Danville,  Evansville,  Memphii, 

Minneapolis/St.  PauL 

Do . . . do _ _ 

Burlington _ Nashville _ _ 

Cape  May _ MinneapoU^St.  PsoL..».». _ 

Danville . .  Memphis  Nashville _ _ _ 

Evansville . .  Saranac  lAke . ........ 

Hagerstown . .  Mlnneapolis/St.  Pssl _ 

Hartford . . . do . . . . . 

Hazleton,  „...do _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Huntington. 

Do . . St.  Lrais _ 

Ithaca.. _ _ Memphis _ 

Keene _ _ St.  Louis _ _ _ _ 

Lafayette . . .  Memphis . ... 

Memphis _ _ _ New  London,  Flattslnugh,  Prov¬ 

idence. 

Do. . .  Rutland.  Saranae  Lake,  Bootb 

Bend,  Trenton. 

IHnneapolls/St.  Providence,  Reading,  Trenton, 
Paul.  Utica,  Washington,  WilUams- 

port,  Youngstown. 

Nashville . .  Saranac  Lake _ _ 

Bt.  Louis _ _ do . . . 

Saranac  Lake . .  Terre  Haute _ 


13th  and  14th  Revised  Pages  192-B. 
15th  and  16th  Revised  Pages  194. 
10th  Revised  Page  194-A. 

11th  Revised  Page  194-B. 

15th  and  16th  Reviaad  Pages  196. 
loth  and  11th  Revised  Paces  196-Ai 
8th  Revised  Page  19S-B. 

14th  Revised  Page  202. 

14th  Revised  Page  204. 

14th  Revised  Page  205. 

14tb  Revis^  Page  206. 

14th  Revised  Page  20T. 

I4th  Revised  Page  208. 

14th  Revised  Page  208. 

15th  and  16th  Revised  Pages  210. 
15th  and  leth  Revised  Pages  210. 
IStb  Revised  Page  212. 

4U)  Revised  Page  213-A. 

4tb  Revised  Page  212-A. 

.  15th  and  leth  Revised  Pages  213. 

.  18th  Revised  Page  218. 

.  ISth  ^vlsed  Page  218. 


2.  Increase  less-than- 100-pound  rates  by 
2i  per  pound; 

8.  Increase  100-potmd  and  600-pound  rates 
by  approximately  12  percent  In  markets  of 
less  than  1,000  miles,  and  8  percent  In  mar¬ 
kets  of  over  1,000  miles;  and 
4.  Reduce  the  exception  rating  for  human 
remains  shipments  from  169  percent  to  152 
percent  of  the  general  commodity  rate. 

In  Justifying  Its  proposal,  Allegheny 
asserts,  inter  alia,  that  its  current  gen¬ 
eral  commodity  rates  would  have  pro¬ 
duced  an  after-tax  loss  of  $60,000  on 
freight  for  the  12  months  ended  March 
31,  1974,  even  after  including  the  rate 
Increase  of  about  6  percent,  which  be¬ 
came  effective  on  April  15,  1974,  and 
that  fuel  price  increases  of  approxi¬ 
mately  55  percent  over  base-year  prices 
would  have  raised  base-year  operating 
expenses  by  $1,269,000.  The  carrier  fore¬ 
casts  that  $1,538,000  in  additional  freight 
revenues  (a  9.24  percent  increase)  and 
a  $74,000  after-t^  profit  would  result 
from  the  proposal  In  the  base  year,  as¬ 
suming  no  change  in  the  base-year  vol¬ 
ume  of  traffic.  Allegheny  alleges  that  its 
general  commodity  rate  increases  match 
those  recently  approved  by  the  Board 
for  TWA  and  Unit^. 

The  proposed  rates  and  charges  come 
within  the  scope  of  the  ‘TDomesttc  Air 
Freight  Rate  Investigation,”  Docket 
22859,  and  their  lawfulness  will  be  deter¬ 
mined  in  that  proceeding.  The  issue  now 
before  the  Board  is  whether  to  suspend 
the  proposal  or  to  let  it  become  effective 
pending  investigating. 

The  Board  has  reviewed  these  pro¬ 
posed  rates  in  the  light  of  industry  costs 
of  carrying  air  freight*  (including  a 
full  return  on  Investment)  and  ad¬ 
justed  for  recent  fuel  price  increases,  and 
finds  that  40  of  the  proposed  rates  for 
500 -pound  shipments  are  above  costs. 
Almost  all  of  the  affected  markets  in¬ 
volve  lengths  of  haul  in  excess  of  800 
miles,  and  a  large  majority  are  to  and 
from  Mlnneapolls/St.  Paul  and  Memphis. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  and  upon 
consideration  of  all  other  relevant  fac¬ 
tors.  the  Board  finds  that  the  proposal, 
to  the  extent  that  it  applies  to  such 
rates  as  set  forth  in  detail  in  Appendix 
A,  should  be  suspended.  The  remaining 
portion  of  the  proposal,  including  the 
Increased  minimum  charge,  the  reduced 
exception  rating  for  human  remains 
(which  applied  to  the  increased  rates 
results  in  no  change  in  shipper  charges) , 
and  the  remaining  increased  bulk  gen¬ 
eral  commodity  rates,  appear  sufficiently 
related  to  costs  that  the  Board  will  per¬ 
mit  them  to  become  effective. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a),  403,  404,  and  1002 
thereof. 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  Pending  hearing  and  decision  by  the 
Board,  the  increased  rates  described  in 
Appendix  A  hereto  are  suspended  and 
their  use  deferred  to  and  including  No¬ 
vember  23,  1974,  unless  otherwise  or¬ 
dered  by  the  Board  and  that  no  change 
be  made  therein  during  the  period  of 
suspension  except  by  order  or  special  per¬ 
mission  of  the  Board; 

»See  Order  74-7-190,  for  explanation  of 
cost-based  rates. 


TARIFF  C.A.B.  NO.  29  ISSUED  BT 
ALLEGHENY  AIRLINES,  INC. 

The  provisions  of  Supplement  No.  2 
insofar  as  it  proposes  to  cancel  rates, 
charges,  and  provisions  held  in  effect  as 
a  result  of  the  suspension  herein. 

[FR  Doc.74-18809  FUed  8-14-74;8:46  am] 


IDocket  No.  26466;  Order  74-8-45] 

HUGHES  AIR  CORP.  AND  HUGHES 
AIRWEST 

Order  of  Tentative  Approval 

Adopted  by  the  Cfivll  Aeronautics  Board 
at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
12th  day  of  August  1974. 

Hughes  Air  Corp.  d/b/a  Hughes  Air- 
west  requests  that  the  Board  disclaim 
jurisdiction,  exempt  or  approve,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  408  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (the  Act) ,  the 
sale  by  it  to  TAM  International  Trans¬ 
ports,  S.A.  (TAM)  of  six  Fairchild  F27A 
aircraft  for  $1,950,000.* 

In  support  of  its  request,  Hughes  Air- 
west  states  that  the  transaction  will  en¬ 
able  it  to  dispose  of  F27  aircraft  at  a 
time  when  they  have  become  surplus 
because  of  service  reductions  resulting 
from  the  energy  shortage;  that  the 
transaction  was  entered  into  after  arm’s 
length  bargaining;  that  the  transaction 
does  not  adversely  affect  Hughes  Air- 
west’s  finances  or  its  ability  to  perform 
its  certificated  service  responsibilities 
and  that  it  does  not  affect  the  control 
of  an  air  carrier  directly  engaged  in  the 
operation  of  aircraft  in  air  transporta¬ 
tion,  create  a  monopoly  and  thereby 
tend  to  restrain  competition,  or  jeopard¬ 
ize  another  air  carrier,  furthermore, 
Hughes  Airwest  asserts  that  the  six  air- 


*TAM  IB  a  French  corporation  with  Its 
main  office  In  Paris. 


craft  do  not  represent  a  substantial  par^ 
of  its  properties  since  they  constitute 
only  15.3  percent  of  its  total  aircraft, 
1.88  percent  of  the  market  value  of  all 
Its  aircraft,  and  3.54  percent  of  its  avail¬ 
able  seat-miles.  Hughes  Airwest  is  in  the 
midst  of  a  program  to  modernize  its  air¬ 
craft  fleet  by  replacing  its  F27  aircraft 
with  DC-9’s. 

No  comments  relative  to  the  applica¬ 
tion  have  been  received. 

’The  decision  of  Hughes  Airwest  to  dis¬ 
pose  of  its  propeller  aircraft  and  rely  ex¬ 
clusively  on  an  all-jet  fleet  consisting  of 
DC-9  series  10  and  30  aircraft  Is  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  deep  concern  to  the  Board.  Specif¬ 
ically,  the  Board  is  concerned  whether, 
and  to  what  degree,  Hughes  Airwest  will 
be  able  to  discharge  its  certificate  obliga¬ 
tion  to  serve  those  small  community  air¬ 
ports  which  are  not  technically  able  to 
accommodate  jet  aircraft  operations  (or 
which  require  severe  payload  penalties) , 
or  which  generate  insufficient  revenue 
traffic  to  permit  economic  operations. 
Of  equal  concern  to  the  Board  is  whether 
the  use  of  jet  aircraft  at  small  communi¬ 
ties  generating  marginal  traffic  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  statutory  requirement 
that  subsidized  operations  be  conducted 
under  the  standard  of  “honest,  economi¬ 
cal,  and  efficient  management’’  pursuant 
to  section  406  of  the  Act. 

The  Board  emphasizes  that  the  lack 
of  propjet  equipment  will  not  relieve 
Airwest  of  its  responsibility  to  meet  all 
of  its  certificate  obligations.  Moreover,  we 
expect  that  Airwest  will  utilize  propjet 
aircraft  where  appropriate  to  economi¬ 
cally  and  efficiently  discharge  such  cer¬ 
tificate  obligations  at  each  low-density 
traffic  point  that  it  serves,  or  submit  to 
the  Board  a  suspension  and  substitution 
application  contemplating  replacement 
service  by  a  commuter  carrier  acceptable 
to  the  community  cMicemed.  In  this  con¬ 
nection,  the  failure  of  Airwest  to  use 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  159— THURSDAY.  AUGUST  15,  1974 


NOTICES 


29417 


prop  jet  aircraft  where  relatively  low 
traffic  levels  warrant  the  use  of  such 
aircraft  will  be  taken  Into  account  in 
assessing  overall  subsidy  need:  and  the 
Board  will  not  view  with  favor  claims  by 
Airwest  In  suspension  and  deletion  cases, 
or  in  route  cases  where  Airwest  raises  a 
carrier  strengthening  argument,  of  high 
costs  at  such  points  where  those  costs 
result,  at  least  in  part,  from  the  use  of 
jet  equipment*  Nor  will  the  Board  view 
with  favor  the  argument  that  Airwest's 
service  should  be  terminated  because  an 
airport  will  not  accommodate  Jet  equip¬ 
ment.  Finally,  the  Board’s  staff  Is  here¬ 
by  instructed  to  closely  monitor  Hughes 
Airwest’s  small-community  service.  We 
expect  the  carrier  to  be  responsive  to  any 
suggestions  in  order  that  adequacy  pro¬ 
ceedings  may  be  avolded- 
The  transaction  herein  is  similar  to 
others  involving  the  sale  or  lease  of  air¬ 
craft  by  air  carriers  to  persons  eng^ed  in 
a  phase  of  aeronautics  which  have  been 
previously  approved.*  Under  these  cir¬ 
cumstances,  and  subject  to  the  reserva¬ 
tions  expressed  in  the  preceding  para¬ 
graph,  the  transaction  does  not  appear 
inconsistent  with  the  public  interest,* 
nor  are  the  requirements  of  section  408 
otherwise  unfulfilled.  Upon  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  pleadings  it  is  concluded  that 
Hughes  Airwest  is  an  air  carrier  and  that 
TAM  is  a  person  engaged  in  a  phase  of 
aeronautics  both  within  the  meaning  of 
section  408  of  the  Act  and  that  the  trans¬ 
action  is  subject  to  section  408(a)  (2) 
thereof.  However,  the  Board  tentatively 
finds  that  the  transaction  does  not  affect 
the  control  of  an  air  carrier  directly  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  operation  of  aircraft  in  air 
transportation,  does  not  result  in  creat¬ 
ing  a  monopoly  and  thereby  tend  to  re¬ 
strain  comisetition,  nor  does  it  jeopard¬ 
ize  another  air  canler.  Furthermore,  no 
person  disclosing  a  substantial  Interest 
in  this  proceeding  is  currently  requesting 
a  hearing  and  it  is  found  that  the  public 
interest  does  not  require  a  hearing. 

In  accordance  with  section  408(b)  of 
the  Act,  this  order  constituting  notice 
of  the  Board’s  tentative  findings  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  and 
Interested  persons  will  be  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  file  comments  or  request 
a  hearing  on  the  Board’s  tentative 
decision. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  that: 

1.  The  subject  sale  by  Hughes  Air 
Corp.  of  six  Fairchild  F27A  aircraft  to 
TAM  be  and  it  hereby  is  tentatively 
approved: 


>  We  contemplate  that  this  same  viewpoint 
will  be  applicable  to  questions  arising  under 
§  399.60(b)  (6)  (1)  of  the  Board's  Policy  State¬ 
ments  (l.e.,  the  extent  to  which  a  proposal 
might  reduce  subsidy  or  Increase  economy  of 
operations  for  purposes  of  determining  prior¬ 
ity  for  hearing) . 

» Order  73-12-96,  December  28, 1973,  Docket 
26144. 

*  In  this  regard  we  rely  on  the  affirmations 
of  Hughes  Airwest  that  these  aircraft  are 
surplus  to  the  service  requirements  of  its 
certificate  (see  Order  73-12-117,  December  38, 
1973  and  Order  74-1-160,  January  31.  1974). 


2.  Interested  persons  are  hereby  af¬ 
forded  a  period  ot  twenty  (20)  days  from 
the  date  of  service  of  this  order  within 
which  to  file  comments  or  tequest  a  hear¬ 
ing  with  respect  to  the  Board’s  proposed 
action  on  the  application  in  Docket 
26466;  and 

3.  Tlie  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  shall  be  furnished  a  copy  of  this 
order  within  one  day  of  publication. 

This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-18810  Filed  8-14-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  25513, 25661;  Order  74-a-42| 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Regarding  Passenger  Fare  Matters 

Issued  under  delegated  authority  Au¬ 
gust  9, 1974. 

An  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Board  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic 
regulations,  between  various  air  carriers, 
foreign  air  carriers  and  other  carriers, 
embodied  in  the  resolutions  of  the  Joint 
Traffic  Conferences  of  the  International 
Air  Transport  Association  (lATA).  The 
agreement,  which  was  adopted  by  mail 
vote,  has  been  assigned  the  above  desig¬ 
nated  C.A.B.  agreement  number. 

This  agreement  would  increase  all 
fares  to/from  the  Seychelles  Islands  by 
$1.80  to  recoup  a  new  Passenger  Service 
Fee  recently  instituted  by  the  Seychelles 
Authorities  payable  directly  by  the  air¬ 
lines. 

Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegated 
by  the  Board  in  the  Board’s  regulations. 
14  CFR  385.14,  it  is  not  found  that  the 
following  resolution,  which  is  incorpK)- 
rated  in  Agreement  C.A.B.  24566,  is 
adverse  to  the  public  interest  or  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  the  Act; 

200(MaU  217)003Ii  JT23(MaU  346)003L 

JT12 (Mail  852)  003L  JT123(MaU  740)003L 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  that: 

Agreement  C.A.B.  24566  be  and  hereby 
is  approved. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may 
file  such  petitions  within  ten  days  after 
the  date  of  service  of  this  order. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  and  be¬ 
come  the  action  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  upon  expiration  of  the  above 
period,  unless  within  such  period  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  review  thereof  is  filed  or  the 
Board  gives  notice  that  it  will  review 
this  order  on  its  own  motion. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

[SEAL]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-18808  FUed  8-14-74:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  26494;  Agreement  C.A.B.  24485, 
R-1  through  R-3,  Agreement  CAH.  24532, 
R-l  through  B-8;  Order  74-7-1411 

INCREASED  FUEL  COSTS 
Adopted  Agreement 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-17769  appearing  at  page 
28178  in  the  issue  of  Monday,  August  5, 
1974,  make  the  following  change. 

In  footnote  1  in  the  first  column  of  the 
page,  change  the  last  line  to  read  “an 
elasticity  factor  of  —0.30.’’ 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  251-6] 

AMCHEM  PRODUCTS,  INC. 

Filing  of  Pesticide  and  Food  Additive 
Petitions 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs. 
408(d)(1),  409(b)(5),  68  Stat.  512;  72 
Stat.  1786,  (21  UB.C.  346a(d)(l)). 

348(b)  (5)),  notice  is  given  that  a  pesti¬ 
cide  petition  (PP  5F1524)  has  been  filed 
by  Amchem  Products,  Inc.,  Brookside 
Avenue,  Ambler,  PA  19002,  proposing  es¬ 
tablishment  of  tolerances  (40  CFR  Part 
180)  for  residues  of  the  plant  regulator 
ethephon  ( (2  -  chloroethyl)  phosphonic 
acid)  in  or  on  the  raw  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  blackberries  and  peppers  at  30 
parts  per  million;  blueberries  at  20  parts 
per  million;  grapes  and  lemons  at  5  parts 
per  million;  and  tangerines  at  2  parts 
per  million. 

Notice  is  also  given  that  the  same" firm 
has  filed  a  related  food  additive  peti¬ 
tion  (PAP  5H5056)  proposing  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  food  additive  tolerance  (21 
CFR  Part  121)  for  residues  of  the  plant 
regulator  in  or  on  raisins  at  10  parts  per 
million  resulting  from  application  of  the 
plant  regulator  to  growing  grapes. 

The  analytical  method  proposed  in 
the  pesticide  petition  for  determin¬ 
ing  residues  of  the  plant  regulator  Is  a 
procedure  in  which  the  residues  are 
esterified  with  dlazomethane  and  then 
analyzed  by  gas  chromatography  using 
an  alkali  thermionic  detector  or  a  flame 
photometric  detector  in  the  phosphorus 
mode. 

Dated :  August  8,  1974. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 

Director, 

Registration  Division. 

[FR  Doc.74-18713  Piled  8-14-74;8;45  am] 


[FRL  251-8] 

AMERICAN  CYANAMID  CO. 

Filing  of  Petition  Regarding  Pesticide 
Chemical 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  408 
(d)(1),  68  Stat.  512;  (21  U.S.C.  346a(d) 
(1))),  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(PP  5F1531)  has  been  filed  by  American 
Cyanamld  Co.,  P.O.  Box  400,  Princeton. 
N.J.  08540,  proposing  establishment  of  a 
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tolerance  for  combined  residues  of  the 
insecticide  dimethoate  (O.O-dimethyl  S~ 
( ;v-methylcarbamoylmethyl )  phosphoro- 
dithioate  land  its  oxygen  analog  0.0- 
dimethyl  S-(lV-methylcarbamoylmethyl) 
phosphorothloate  in  or  on  the  raw  agri¬ 
cultural  commodity  celery  at  2  parts  per 
million. 

The  analytical  method  proposed  in  the 
petition  for  determining  residues  of  the 
insecticide  is  a  gas  chromatographic  pro¬ 
cedure  using  a  flame  photometric  or  a 
thermionic  detector. 

Dated;  Augusts,  1974. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 
Director, 

Registration  Division. 

[FR  Doc.74-18711  PUed  8-14^74;  8: 45  am] 


[FRL  252-1] 

BASF  WYANDOTTE  CORP. 

Filing  of  Petition  Regarding  Pesticide 
Chemical 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  408 
(d)(1),  68  Stat.  512;  (21  U.S.C.  346a(d) 
(1))),  notice  Is  given  that  a  petition 
(PP  5P1529)  has  been  flled  by  BASF 
Wyandotte  Corp.,  100  Cherry  Hill  Road, 
Post  Office  Box  181,  Parslppany,  N.J. 
07054,  proposing  establishment  of  toler¬ 
ances  for  combined  negligible  residues 
of  the  herbicide  bentazon  (3-isopropyl- 
lH-2,l,3-benzothiadiazin-4(3H)  -one  2,2- 
dioxlde)  and  its  hydroxylated  metabolites 
in  or  on  the  raw  agricultural  commod¬ 
ities  eggs;  meat,  fat,  and  meat  by¬ 
products  of  cattle,  goats,  hogs,  horses, 
poultry,  and  sheep;  and  s<^beans  at  0.05 
part  per  million  and  in  milk  at  0.02  part 
per  million. 

The  analytical  method  proposed  in  the 
petition  for  determining  residues  of  the 
herbicide  involves  methylation  of  the 
residue  with  diazomethane  to  form  the 
methyl  derivatives  of  the  parent  and  its 
6-8-hydroxy  metabolles,  which  are  de¬ 
termined  by  gas-liquid  chromato¬ 
graphic  procedure  using  a  sulfur-speclflc 
flame  photometric  detector  with  a  394 
nanometcT  filter. 

Dated;  August  8, 1974. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 

Director, 

Registration  Division. 

[FR  Doc.74-18710  Filed  8-14-74;8;45  am] 


[FRL  251-7] 

CLOVERLAND  PRODUCTS 

Filing  of  Petition  Regarding  Pesticide 
Chemical 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  408 
(d)(1),  68  Stat.  512;  (21  U.S.C.  346a(d) 

( 1) ) ) ,  notice  is  given  that  a  petition  (PP 
5P1526)  has  been  filed  by  Cloverland 
Products,  Route  1,  Pearl  City,  IL  61062, 
proposing  establishment  of  an  exemption 
from  the  requirement  of  a  tolerance  (40 
(TFR  Part  180)  for  residues  of  butyric 
acid  from  use  of  the  insecticide  butyric 
anhydride  in  honey. 


The  analytical  method  proposed  In 
the  petition  for  determining  indues  of 
butyric  acid  is  a  gas  chromatographic 
procedure  utiUzlng  an  argon  ionization 
detector. 

Dated;  August  8,  1974. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr„ 

Director, 

Registration  Division. 

[FR  Doc.74-18712  FUed  8-14r-74:8:46  am] 


[FRL  250-6] 

COMMONWEALTH  OF  PUERTO  RICO  AIR 
IMPLEMENTATION  PLAN 

Withdrawal  of  Plan  Revision  Request 

On  February  28,  1974,  the  Governor 
of  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico 
submitted  a  request  to  revise  portions  of 
the  Puerto  Rico  Implementation  Plan  to 
take  into  account  certain  revisions  to 
Article  6  of  the  regulation  for  control 
of  atmospheric  pollution,  pertaining  to 
the  maximum  allowable  sulfur  content  of 
fuels  used  in  Puerto  Rico.  On  March  29, 
1974,  the  Executive  Director  of  the 
Puerto  Rico  Environmental  Quality 
Board  (EQB)  submitted  to  EPA  Admin¬ 
istrative  Bulletin  Number  2007  which  of¬ 
ficially  adopted  and  made  effective  the 
proposed  revision  to  Article  6. 

EPA,  on  April  30.  1974  (39  FR  15051), 
published  a  Federal  Register  notice 
which  announced  receipt  of  the  proposed 
revision  to  Article  6  and  set  forth  a  30- 
day  period  for  submission  of  public  com¬ 
ments.  In  addition,  on  June  24  and  July  2, 
1974  the  Executive  Director  of  EQB  sub¬ 
mitted  portions  of  a  proposed  control 
strategy  analysis  for  the  area  of  San 
Juan  Guayanilla,  and  Aguirre. 

The  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  on 
July  30,  1974,  has  since  notified  the 
Administrator  of  its  withdrawal  of  the 
revision  to  Article  6  from  EPA  consid¬ 
eration.  It  is  the  intention  of  EQB  to 
amend  both  the  regulation  and  the  tech¬ 
nical  analysis  and  to  resubmit  this  pack¬ 
age  to  EPA  after  the  proper  public  no¬ 
tice  and  public  hearing  requirements  are 
satisfied.  Article  6,  which  is  currently  an 
approved  part  of  the  Puerto  Rico  Air 
Implementation  plan,  sets  forth  a  maxi¬ 
mum  sulfur  content  for  fuels  of  1.5 
percent. 

Dated;  August  9,  1974. 

Roger  Strelow, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
lor  Air  and  Waste  Management. 

[FR  Doc.74-18715  Filed  8-14-74;8:45  am] 


[FRL  261-4 1 

ELANCO  PRODUCTS  CO. 

Establishment  of  Temporary  Tolerance 

Elanco  Products  Co.,  P.O.  Box  1750, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46206,  submitted  a  peti¬ 
tion  (PP  4G1501)  requesting  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  temporary  tolerance  for  negli¬ 
gible  residues  of  the  herbicide  trlfiuralin 
(a,o,o  -  trifluoro  -  2,6-dinltro-NJV-dlpro- 
pyl-p-toluidine)  in  or  on  the  raw  a^- 
cultural  commodity  asparagus  at  0.05 
part  per  million. 


It  has  been  determined  that  a  tempo¬ 
rary  tolerance  of  0.05  part  per  million 
for  negligible  residues  of  the  herbicide 
in  or  on  asparagus  will  protect  the  pub¬ 
lic  health.  It  is  therefore  established  as 
requested  on  condition  that  the  herbicide 
be  used  in  accordance  with  the  tempo¬ 
rary  permit  being  issued  concurrently 
under  the  Elanco  Products  Co.  name. 

This  temporary  tolerance  expires  Au¬ 
gust  9, 1975.  Residues  remaining  in  or  on 
the  above  raw  agricultural  commodity 
after  expiration  of  this  tolerance  will 
not  be  considered  actionable  if  the  pesti¬ 
cide  is  legally  applied  during  the  term 
and  in  accordance  with  provisions  of  the 
temporary  permit/tolerance. 

This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  408(J),  68  Stat  516; 
(21  U.S.C.  346a(J) ).  the  authority  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Admliilstrator  of  the  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Protection  Agency  (35  FR 
15623),  and  the  authority  delegated  by 
the  Administrator  to  the  Deputy  Assist¬ 
ant  Administrator  for  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams  (39  Fit  18805) . 

Dated;  August  9, 1974. 

Henry  J.  Korf, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 

(FR  Doc.74-1870e  FUed  8-14-74;8:46  am] 


[FRL  261-6] 

ROHM  AND  HAAS  CO. 

Establishment  of  Temporary  Tolerances 

Rohm  and  Haas  Oo.,  Independence 
MaU  West,  Philadelphia,  PA  19105,  sub¬ 
mitted  a  petition  (1^  4G1426)  request¬ 
ing  establishment  of  temporary  toler¬ 
ances  for  combined  residues  of  the  herbi¬ 
cide  3,5  -  dichloro  -  N-(l,l-dimethyl-2-  j 

propynyl)  benzamide  and  its  metabolites 
(calculated  as  3,5-dichloro-N-(l,l-di-  j 

methyl-2-propynyl)  benzamide)  in  or  on  j 

the  raw  agricultural  commodities  almond  \ 

hulls,  almonds,  apples,  apricots,  blue-  j 

berries,  cherries,  grapes,  nectarines,  j 

peaches,  pears,  pistachios,  plums,  primes,  \ 

and  walnuts  at  0.1  part  per  million. 

Subsequently,  the  petitioner  amended  j 

the  petition  by  decreasing  the  proposed 
temporary  tolerances  for  combined  resi¬ 
dues  of  3,5-dlchloro-N-(l,l-dimethyl-2- 
propynyl)  benzamide  in  or  on  the  cJxrve 
raw  agricultural  commodities  from  0.1  < 

part  p>er  million  to  0.05  part  per  million. 

It  has  been  determined  that  temr>orary 
tolerances  of  0.05  part  per  million  for 
residues  of  the  herbicide  and  its  metab¬ 
olites  in  or  on  the  above  raw  agricultural 
commodities  will  protect  the  public 
health.  These  temporary  tolerances  are 
therefore  established  as  requested  on 
condition  that  the  pesticide  be  used  in  ! 

accordance  with  the  temporary  permit 
which  is  being  issued  concurrently  and 
which  provides  for  distribution  under  the 
Rohm  and  Haas  Co.  name. 

These  temporary  tolerances  expire 
August  9, 1975.  Residues  remaining  in  or 
on  the  a^ve  raw  agricultural  commodi¬ 
ties  after  expiration  of  these  tolerances 
will  not  be  considered  actionable  if  the 
pesticide  is  legally  applied  during  the 
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term,  and  in  accordance  with  provisions 
of  the  temporary  permit/tolerances. 

This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Federal  Pood.  Drug,  and  Cos¬ 
metic  Act  (sec.  408(j),  68  Stat.  516;  (21 
U.S.C.  346a(j))),  the  authority  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Administrator  of  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  (35  FR 
15623),  and  the  authority  delegated  by 
the  Administrator  to  the  Deputy  Assist¬ 
ant  Administrator  for  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams  (39  FR  18805) . 

Dated:  August  9, 1974. 

Henry  J.  Korp, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.74-18714  FUed  8-14-74;8:4S  am] 

[FRL  22S-5] 

ECOLOGY  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Establishment  Certification 

Pursuant  to  section  9(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L.  92-463) ,  It  is  hereby  determined  that 
establishment  of  the  Ecology  Advisory 
Committee  as  an  entity  of  the  Science 
Advisory  Board  is  in  the  public  interest 
in  connection  with  the  performance  of 
duties  Imposed  on  the  U.S.  Environmen¬ 
tal  Protection  Agency  by  law. 

The  Ecology  Advisory  Committee  will 
provide  to  the  Administrator  and  to  the 
Agency,  expert  and  Independent  advice 
on  issues  relating  to  the  scientific  and 
technical  problems  associated  with  eco¬ 
logical  studies  of  pollution  in  the  envi¬ 
ronment,  Including  movement  of  mate¬ 
rials  and  specific-  effects  on  biological 
systems,  and  the  technical  programs  and 
priorities  among  them  required  to  resolve 
these  problems. 

Copies  of  the  committee  charter  will  be 
filed  with  appropriate  standing  commit¬ 
tees  of  the  Congress  fifteen  days  from 
the  date  of  this  notice. 

John  Quarles, 
Acting  Administrator. 

August  9,  .1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-18757  Filed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 
[OPP-86008;  FRL  245-8] 

MIREX 

Determination  and  Order  Relating  to  Use 
on  Pineapple  in  Hawaii 

By  letter  dated  June  19, 1974,  the  Pine¬ 
apple  Growers  Association  of  Hawaii  have 
requested  permission  of  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  to  aeri¬ 
ally  apply  Mlrex  to  the  pineapple  fields 
of  Hawaii  during  the  months  of  August 
through  November  1974. 

Background.  Under  authority  granted 
by  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide, 
and  Rodenticlde  Act  (FIFRA),  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  135  et  seq.),  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  EPA  by  Order  dated 
May  3,  1972,  prohibited  the  aerial 
application  of  pesticides  containing 
Mirex  in  coastal  counties  or  parishes 
and  on  or  near  rivers,  streams,  lakes, 
ponds  and  other  aquatic  areas  (37  FR 
10987,  published  Jtme  1,  1972).  On 
June  30,  1972,  the  Administrator  is¬ 
sued  a  determination  and  order  (37 
FR  13299,  published  July  6,  1972) 
granting  a  stay  of  his  May  3  prohibi¬ 


tion  with  respect  to  aerial  spraying  of 
Hawaiian  pineapple  fields  in  the  Fall  of 
1972  to  control  mealybug  wilt,  condi¬ 
tioned  upon  the  implementation  of  a 
monitoring  program  approved  by  EPA. 

By  Order  dated  May  25,  1973  (38  FR 
15476,  published  June  12,  1973),  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  granted  an  extension  of  the 
stay  of  the  May  3  Order,  conditioned  up¬ 
on  the  continuation  of  the  monitoring 
program.  Anally,  a  determination  and 
order  was  issued  on  August  31,  1973  (38 
FR  23988,  published  September  5,  1973) 
which  mo^fied  the  required  monitoring 
program  in  order  to  determine  whetiier 
greater  sampling  of  terrestrial  biota 
would  indicate  occurrence  of  any  resi¬ 
dues  in  inland  species,  as  well  as  marine 
biota. 

In  the  Order  of  August  31,  1973,  cited 
above,  it  was  stated  that  approval  for 
further  aerial  spraying  in  Hawaii  would 
be  granted  only  if  warranted  by  the  re¬ 
sults  of  monitoring  done  in  coming 
months  and  by  the  record  adduced  at 
the  public  hearings  on  Mirex  registra¬ 
tions.  The  results  of  the  monitoring  con¬ 
ducted  pursuant  to  that  order  were  sub¬ 
mitted  to  EPA  by  the  University  of 
Hawaii  and  were  introduced  In  the  hear¬ 
ing  held  in  Honolulu  on  June  24.  1974. 
I  believe  that  these  results  and  those 
previously  obtained  in  this  monitoring 
program  are  sufficient  to  give  a  reliable 
indication  of  levels  and  trends  arising 
from  the  use  of  Mirex  In  Hawaii. 

Conclusion.  It  is  hereby  ordered  that 
the  aerial  application  of  Mirex  to  the 
pineapple  fields  in  Hawaii  may  continue 
in  accordance  with  registered  labeling; 
furthermore,  I  see  no  need  to  require 
the  continuation  of  a  monitoring  pro¬ 
gram  designed  specifically  to  measure 
residues  and  other  effects  arising  from 
such  use.  This  order  will  remain  in  effect 
pending  the  outcome  of  the  current  pub¬ 
lic  hearing  concerning  the  registration 
of  Mirex  or  until  this  Agency  receives 
information  that  would  require  further 
regulatory  action. 

Dated:  August  9, 1974. 

John  Quarles, 
Deputy  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.74-18756  PUed  8-14-74;8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Report  No.  713] 

COMMON  CARRIER  SERVICES 
INFORMATION  » 

Domestic  Public  Radio  Services 

Applications  Accepted  for  Filing  * 

August  12, 1974. 

Pursuant  to  §S  1.227(b)(3)  and  21.30 
(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  an  appll- 

'  All  applications  listed  in  the  appendix  are 
subject  to  further  consideration  and  review 
and  may  be  returned  and/or  dismissed  if  not 
found  to  be  In  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules,  regiilatlon  and  other  require¬ 
ments. 

*The  above  alternative  cut-off  rules  apply 
to  those  applications  listed  In  the  appendix 
as  having  been  accepted  In  Domestic  PubUc 
Land  MobUe  Radio,  Rural  Radio,  P<rint-to- 
Point  Microwave  Radio  stnd  Local  Television 
Transmission  Services  (Part  21  of  the  Rules). 


cation,  in  order  to  be  considered  with  any 
dfMnestlc  public  radio  services  application 
appearing  on  the  attached  list,  must  be 
substantially  complete  and  tendered  for 
filing  by  whichever  date  is  earlier:  (a) 
the  close  of  business  one  business  day 
preceding  the  day  on  which  the  Commls- 
don  takes  action  on  the  previously  filed 
application;  or  (b)  within  60  days  after 
the  date  of  the  public  notice  listing 
the  first  prior  filed  application  (with 
which  subsequent  applications  are  in 
conflict)  as  having  been  accepted  for 
filing.  An  application  which  is  subse¬ 
quently  amended  by  a  major  change  will 
be  considered  to  be  a  newly  filed  appli¬ 
cation.  It  is  to  be  noted  that  the  cut-off 
dates  are  set  forth  in  the  alternative — 
applications  will  be  «itltled  to  considera- 
tlmi  with  those  listed  in  the  appendix 
if  filed  by  the  end  of  the  60  day  period, 
only  if  the  Commission  has  not  acted 
upon  the  applicaticm  by  that  time  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  first  alternative  earlier  date. 
The  mutual  exclusivity  rights  of  a  new 
application  are  governed  by  the  earliest 
action  with  respect  to  any  one  of  the 
earlier  filed  conflicting  applications. 

The  attention  of  any  party  in  interest 
desiring  to  file  pleadings  pursuant  to 
section  309  of  the  Commimications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  concerning  any 
domestic  public  radio  services  applica¬ 
tion  accepted  for  filing,  is  directed  to 
SS  21.27  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  for 
provisions  governing  the  time  for  filing 
and  other  requirements  relating  to  such 
pleadings. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Applications  Accepted  For  Filing 

DOMESTIC  PUBLIC  LAND  MOBILE  RADIO  SERVICE 

20176-CD-P-75,  Gulf  Central  CoDununlca- 
tions  &  Electronics,  Inc.  (KK03S2).  CJ*. 
to  change  antenna  system  and  location  at 
Loc.  #2:  1.8  miles  East  of  Maxle,  Louisiana, 
to  operate  on  454.100  MHz. 
20177-CD-P-(3)-75,  NashvUle  Mobllphone, 
Inc.  (KIT750).  C.P.  for  additional  faculties 
at  Loc.  #3:  First  National  Corporation 
Bldg.,  4th  Avenue  N  &  Union  Street,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tennessee  to  operate  on  454.200, 
454.225  and  454.350  MHz. 
20178-CD-P-{3)-75,  NashvUle  Mobllphone, 
Inc.  (KFL864).  CJ>.  for  additional  facul¬ 
ties  at  Loc.  #1 :  Short  Mtn.,  23.4  miles  East 
of  Murfreesboro,  Tennessee,  to  be  operated 
on  454. 1(X)  MHz. 

20179-CD-P-(2)-76,  National  Communica¬ 
tions  System.  Inc.  (KMM703).  CJ*.  to  add 
repeater  faculties  at  Loc.  #1:  Upper 
Heavenly  Valley  Lodge,  2  miles  SE.  of 
South  Lake  Tahoe,  California,  to  operate 
on  454.350  MHz.  (Repeater). 
(20180-CD-P-76) ,  General  Communications 
Service,  Inc.  (KSV965) .  C.P.  to  add  facul¬ 
ties  at  Loc.  #5 :  Rock  Bridge  Road  and  I  85. 
Chamblee,  Georgia,  to  operate  on  35.22 
MHz  (1 -way -signaling). 
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20181-CD-P-75,  Breda  Telephone  Corpora¬ 
tion  (new).  C.P.  for  a  new  2-way  station 
to  operate  on  152.72  MHz  to  be  located  at 
Comer  of  First  &  Main  Streets,  near  Ud- 
derdale,  Iowa. 

20182-CD-P-76,  West  Iowa  Telephone  Asso¬ 
ciation  (new).  C.P.  for  a  new  2-way  station 
to  be  operated  on  152.63  MHz  located  ^ 
mile  west  and  1  mile  south  of  Lawton, 
Iowa. 

20183-CD-P-(4)-75,  Hawaiian  Telephone 
Company  (KUA216).  C.P.  to  change  an¬ 
tenna  system  and  to  add  frequency  at  Loc. 
#1:  2.9  miles  NE.  of  Honolulu,  Mt.  Tanta¬ 
lus,  Honolulu,  Hawaii;  and  at  Loc.  #7: 

.8  mile  South  of  Hawaii  Kal  P.O.;  Koko 
Head,  Honolulu,  Hawaii,  to  operate  on 
152.75  MHz  and  152.78  MHz  at  Locs.  #1 
&  7. 

20184-CD-P-(4)-75,  Michigan  Bell  Tele¬ 
phone  Company  (KRS714).  C.P.  to  add 
new  loc.  #6;  17045  Mack  Avenue,  Detroit. 
Michigan,  to  operate  on  168.10  MHz. 

Renewal  of  Air  Ground  Licenses  expiring 
Setpember  1,  1974.  TERM:  9,1/74  thru’ 
9/1/75. 

2018&-CD-R-75,  New  England  Tel.  &  Tel. 
Oo.,  KCC793. 

20186-CD-R^76,  The  Ohio  Bell  Tel.  Co.,  KQD 
612. 

20187-CD-R-75,  Arlington  Tel.  Oo.,  KRS708. 
Major  Amendments 

8162-C2-P-73,  Airslgnal  International,  Inc. 
(KSV991),  Minneapolis,  Minnesota.  Amend 
to  change  antenna  system  and  antenna  lo¬ 
cation  to  read  Shelard  OflBce  Tower,  600 
South  Country  Road  18.  All  other  particu¬ 
lars  of  operation  remain  as  reported  in 
Public  Notice  #648,  dated  May  14,  1973. 
20036-C2-P-74,  Central  Mobile  Radio  Phone 
Service,  Columbus,  Ohio  (new).  Amend 
base  frequency  43.22  MHz  to  read  35.22 
]k£Hz.  All  other  particulars  are  to  remain 
the  same  as  reported  on  Public  Notice  #658, 
dated  July  23, 1973. 

21071-C2-P-74,  R.  Harvey  Squires  d,  b/a 
Rockflsh  Radio  Telephone  Service  (new). 
Amend  to  change  base  frequency  to  162.09 
MHz.  All  other  particulars  remain  as  re¬ 
ported  on  Public  Notice  #693,  dated 
BCarch  26,  1974. 

Informative 

Applicants  filing  FCC  Form  401  for  Base, 
Auxiliary  Test  and  Fixed  Stations  and  pro¬ 
posing  to  operate  in  the  Domestic  Public 
Land  Mobile  and  Rural  Radio  Services  are 
remtaded  that  applications  should  be  com¬ 
plete  when  filed.  Failure  to  do  so  can  result 
In  a  rejection  and  return  of  the  application 
or  a  delay  in  the  processing  of  the  applica¬ 
tion.  Applications  failing  to  contain  sufficient 
Information  for  processing  will  be  affected  by 
this  procedure. 

Refer  to  General  Information  and  Instruc¬ 
tions  attached  to  all  FCC  Form  401’s  for 
details. 

POINT-TO-POINT  MICROWAVE  RADIO  SERVICE 

265- CP-P-76,  Southern  Bell  Telephone  &  Tel¬ 
egraph  Company  (KJJ88).  Card  Sound 
Road,  Approx.  9.5  Miles  SE.  of  Florida  City. 
Florida.  Lat.  25*19'31"  N.,  Long.  80*24'16'' 
W.  C.P.  to  add  3910H,  8990H,  &  4160H 
MHz  toward  a  new  point  of  communication 
at  Largo  Bound,  Fla.  on  azimuth  182*69'. 

266- CF-P-75,  Same  (New) ,  On  UH.  Hwy.  #1, 
0.7  Mile  West  of  Largo  Sound,  Florida.  Lat. 
25*07'19"  N..  Long.  80*24'68"  W.  CJ*.  for 
a  new  station  on  3730V,  3810V,  and  4130V 
MHz  toward  Florida  City,  Fla.,  on  azimuth 
2*69';  8870V  *  8960V  MHz  toward  Upper 
Matecumbe  Key,  Fla.,  on  azimuth  224*17'. 


267-CF-P-76,  Same  (K1Q77),  Upper  Mate¬ 
cumbe  Key.  0.4  Mile  SE.  of  Islamorada, 
Florida.  Lat.  24*64'26"  N.,  Long.  80*38'46" 

W.  C.P.  to  add  new  point  of  communica¬ 
tion  at  Largo  Sound,  Fla.,  on  azimuth 
44*11'  for  freqs.  3770V  &  3860V  MHz. 

269- CF-P-76,  Southern  Bell  Telephone  and 
Telegraph  Company  (KIA47),  121  West 
Morgan  Street,  Raleigh,  North  Carolina. 
Lat.  35*46'44"  N.,  Long.  78*88'30"  W.  C.P. 
to  replace  transmitter  on  6256.5V  MHz 
toward  New  Hope,  N.C.,  on  azimuth  47*63'. 

270- CF-P-75,  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Pennsylvania  (KYJ36),  210  Pine  Street, 
Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania.  Lat.  40*16'44" 
N.,  Long.  76*53'07"  W.  C.P.  to  add  11,545H 
MHz  toward  Ramsey  Hill,  Pa.,  on  azimuth 
181*14'. 

271- CF-P-76,  Same  (KYS68),  Ramsey  Hill, 
2.6  Miles  SW.  of  Lewisberry,  Pennsylvania. 
Lat.  40*06'12"  N.,  Long.  76*63'23"  W.  C.P. 
to  add  11,135H  MHz  toward  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
on  azimuth  01*14';  6019.3V  MHz  toward 
Concordia  Church,  Pa.,  on  azimuth  99*26'. 

272- CP-P-75,  Same  (WDE64),  HUltop,  0.38 
Mile  SW.  of  Concordia  Church,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  Lat.  40'02'49”  N.,  Long.  76*27'16" 

W.  C.P.  to  add  6241.7V  MHz  toward  Ramsey 
Hill,  Pa.,  on  azimuth  279*43';  11,686V  MHz 
toward  Lancaster,  Pa.,  via  Passive  Refiector. 

273- CF-P-76,  Same  (WDE66),  126  N.  Duke 
Street,  Lancaster,  Pennsylvania.  Lat.  40*- 
02'26"  N..  Long.  76°18'17"  W.  C.P.  to  add 
11,175V  MHz  toward  Concordia  Church,  Pa., 
via  Passive  Refiector. 

274- CF-P/L-75,  General  Telephone  Company 
of  Indiana,  Inc.  (KSH87).  Temporary  fixed 
location  within  the  territory  of  the  grantee. 
C.P.  &  License  to  add  2110-2130,  2160-2180, 
3700-4200,  6925-6425,  10,700-11,700  and 
13,200-13,250  MHz. 

275- CF-P-75,  Southern  Bell  Telephone  &  Tel¬ 
egraph  Company  (KJG67).  115  NE.  Third 
Avenue,  Fort  Lauderdale,  Florida.  Lat.  26°- 
07'25"  N.,  Long.  80*08'28"  W.  C.P.  to  re¬ 
place  transmitter,  change  power  &  change 
6278.8.  6397.4,  10,755,  &  10,015  MHz  to 
5974.8H  &  6093.5H  MHz  toward  Margate. 
Fla.,  on  azimuth  337*31'. 

276- CF-P-75,  Southern  Bell  Telephone  &  Tel¬ 

egraph  Copipany  (KJW98),  Margate,  0.6 
Mile  NE.  of  Hammondville,  Florida.  Lat. 
26“14'56"  N.,  Long.  80*11'66"  W.  C.P.  to 
replace  transmitter,  change  power,  alarm 
center  location  &  change  6026.7V,  6146.3V, 
11,365V,  &  11,685V  MHz  to  6226.0H  & 
6345.5H  MHz  toward  Ft.  Lauderdale,  Fla., 
on  azimuth  157*29';  change  6249.1V. 
6367.7V,  11,405V,  &  11,666V  MHz  to 

6226.9H  &  6345.5H  MHz  toward  Boynton 
Beach,  Fla.,  on  azimuth  14*15'. 

277- CF-P-75,  Same  (KJW99),  4  Miles  WSW. 

of  Boynton  Beach,  Florida.  Lat.  26*30'45" 
N.,  Long.  80°07'27"  W.  C.P.  to  replace 
transmitter,  change  power,  alarm  center 
location  &  change  6997.1V.  6116.7V,  10.966V, 
St  11,116V  MHz  to  5074.8V  St  e093.6V  MHz 
toward  Margate,  Fla.,  on  azimuth  194*17'; 
change  point  of  communication  &  change 
6011.9V,  6130.6V,  10.766V,  10.916V,  & 

11,165H  MHz  to  5974.8H  It  6093.6H  MHz 
toward  West  Palm  Beach,  Fla.,  on  azimuth 
17*68'. 

278- CF-P-75,  Same  (WDD43),  326  Gardenia 
Street,  West  Palm  Beach,  Florida.  Lat.  26*- 
42'34"  N.,  Long.  80*03'11"  W.  C.P.  to  re¬ 
place  transmitter,  &  change  6264.0,  6382.6, 
11,366,  &  11,685  MHz  to  6226.9V  St  6345.6V 
MHz  toward  Boynton  Beach,  Fla.,  on  azi¬ 
muth  197*60'. 

279- CP-P-76.  Southwestern  Bell  Telephone 
Company  (new) ,  3.2  Miles  NW.  of  Mereta, 
Texas.  Lat.  31*29'22"  N.,  Long.  100*10'31" 
W.  CR.  for  a  new  station  on  4060H  M^ 
toward  San  Angelo.  Tex.,  on  azimuth 
262*12'. 


280- CP-P-76,  Same  (KKA47),  323  South 
Chadbourne  Street,  San  Angelo,  Texas. 
Lat.  31"27'13"  N.,  Long.  100*26'09"  W.  C.P. 
to  add  3770H  MHz  toward  a  new  point  of 
communication  at  Mereta,  Tex.,  on  azi¬ 
muth  82*04'. 

281- CP-P-76,  Same  (KL081),  209-11  East 
Fourth  Street,  Sweetwater,  Texas.  Lat. 
32°28'23"  N.,  Long.  100*24’29"  W  C.P.  to 
add  4110V  MHz  toward  P3/ron,  Tex.,  on 
azimuth  306*30'. 

282- CP-AP-(7)-76,  KHC  Microwave  Corpora¬ 
tion.  Consent  to  Assignment  of  Permit 
from  KHC  Microwave  Corporation,  As¬ 
signor  to  United  Video,  Inc.,  Assignee  fen* 
Stations:  WDD97 — Labelle,  Tex.;  WDE80 — 
Port  Neches,  Tex.;  WDE81 — Cameron 
Farms,  La.;  WIV68 — Lake  Charles,  La.; 
WPE94 — Lacassine,  La.;  WIV66 — Jennings, 
La.,  and  WTV71 — Crowley,  La. 

288- CF-ML-76,  American  Telephone  St  Tele¬ 
graph  Company  (KIM53),  Pine  Castle. 
Florida.  Mod.  of  License  to  change  polarity 
to  3730V,  S790H,  3810V,  3870H,  8890V, 
3970V,  4030H.  4060V.  4110H,  St  4130V  MHz 
toward  Orlando,  Fla. 

289- CP-ML-76,  Same  (KIM21),  Orlando, 
Florida.  Mod.  of  License  to  change  polarity 
to  3750H,  S770V,  3830H,  3860V,  3910H. 
3930V,  3990H,  4010V,  4070H,  4090V,  4150H. 

&  4170V  MHz  toward  Pine  Castle,  Fla. 

290- CP-ML-76,  American  Telephone  St  Tele¬ 
graph  Company  (KIK96),  Palmetto. 
Georgia.  Mod.  of  License  to  change  polarity 
to  3710H,  STOOH,  3870H,  3960H,  4030H,  & 
4110H  MHz  toward  Love  joy.  Oa.;  change 
polarity  to  S710H  MHz  toward  Atlanta,  Ga. 

291- CF-ML-76.  Same  (KIK66).  Lovejoy, 
Georgia.  Mod.  of  License  to  change  polarity 
to  3760H.  3830H.  3910H,  3990H,  4070H,  & 
4160H  MHz  toward  Palmetto,  Oa. 

292- CP-P-76,  Microwave  Communications, 
Inc.  (WAX64).  875  N.  Michigan  Avenue, 
Chicago.  Illinois.  Lat.  41*63'66"  N.,  Long. 
87*37'36"  W.  CR.  to  change  6241.7V  & 
6360.3V  MHz  to  6256.5H  St  6376.2H  MHz 
toward  Downers  Grove,  HI.,  on  azimuth 
245*49'. 

293- CP-P-76.  Same  (WAX66).  601  63rd 

Street,  Downers  Grove,  Hlinols.  Lat. 
41“46'22”  N.,  Long.  87*69'60"  W.  C.P.’  to 
change  6019.3V  St  6137.9V  MHz  to  6004.5H 
&  6123.1H  MHz  toward  Chicago.  HI.,  on 
azimuth  65*34'. 

294- CP-P-76,  Same  (WGH97) ,  2.76  Miles  SSE. 
of  Waynesvllle,  Hlinois.  Lat.  40*12'00"  N., 
Long.  89*06'39"  W.  C.P.  to  change  point 
of  communication  to  Elkhart,  HI.,  on  azi¬ 
muth  229*36'  fOT  freq.  6019.8H  MHz. 

295- CP-P-76.  Same  ( WAX70) ,  4.2  Miles  ESE 
of  Elkhart,  Illinois.  Lat.  40*00'25"  N.,  Long. 
89°24'15"  W.  C.P.  to  change  antenna  loca¬ 
tion  on  6271. 4H  MHz  toward  Waynesvllle. 
HI.,  on  azimuth  49*13';  6212.0H,  6330.7H 
MHz  toward  Rochester,  HI.,  on  azimuth 
201*02'. 

296- CP-P-75.  Same  (WAX71),  228  East  Main 
Street,  Rochester,  Illinois.  Lat.  39*44'63"  N., 
Long.  89*31'68"  W.  C.P.  to  change  point  of 
communication  to  Elkhart,  HI.,  on  azimuth 
20*62'  for  freqs.  6960.0H  St  6078.6H  MHz. 

297- CP-P/L-76,  United  Telephone  Company 
of  the  Carolinas,  Inc.  (new).  Temporary 
fixed  location  within  the  territory  of  the 
grantee.  C.P.  &  License  for  a  new  station 
on  freqs.  5925-6426  MHz. 

298- CP-P-76,  Gulf  States — ^United  Telephone 
Company  (new),  0.7  Mile  SE.  of  Ireland. 
Texas.  Lat.  31*33'44"  N.,  Long.  97*67'49’' 
W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station  on  11,036V&H, 
MHz  toward  Hamilton,  Tex.,  on  azimuth 
324*39':  11,036V&H  MHz  toward  Gatesvllle. 
Tex.,  on  azimuth  123*50'. 

299- CP-P-76,  Same  (new),  1.9  Miles  North  of 
Hamilton,  Texas.  Lat.  81*46'11"  N.,  Long 
98*07'03"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station  on 
11,486V&H  St  11,336H  MHz  toward  Hico, 
Tex.,  on  azimuth  11*13';  11,485V&H  MHz 
toward  Ireland,  Tex.,  on  azimuth  144*36'. 
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300- CF-P-76,  Gulf  States — ^United  Telephone 
Company  (new).  Corner  of  South  Park  & 
Leon  Sts.,  GatesviUe,  Texas.  Let.  31*26'01'' 
N.,  Long.  97°44'26''  W.  CJP.  for  a  new  sta¬ 
tion  on  11,485T&H  MHz  toward  Ireland, 
Tex.,  on  azimuth  303*20'. 

301- CF-P-76,  Same  (new),  2.1  Miles  NW.  of 

Hico,  Texas.  Lat.  32*00'28"  N.,  Long.  98*- 
03'29"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station  on  11,035 
V&H,  10,876H  MHz  toward  Stephenvllle, 
Tex.,  on  azimuth  326*61';  11,036V&H 

10,875H  MHz  toward  Hamilton,  Tex.,  on 
azimuth  191*17', 

302- CP-  P-76,  Same  (new).  West  Mulberry  & 
North  Lillian  Sts.,  Stephenvllle,  Texas.  Lat. 
32*13' 14"  N.,  Long.  98°13'18”  W.  C.P.  for  a 
new  station  on  11,326H  and  11,485V&H  MHz 
toward  Hico,  Tex.,  on  azimuth  146*46’. 

303- CP-P-75,  Microwave  Transmission  Cor¬ 
poration  (new) ,  Monument  Peak,  4.6  Miles 
NNE.  of  Milpitas,  California.  Lat.  37*29'07" 
N.,  Long.  121*51'57"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  sta¬ 
tion  on  11,625V  MHz  toward  Bald  Ridge, 
Calif.,  on  azimuth  164*66'. 

304- CP-P-75,  Same  (new).  Bald  Ridge,  6 
Miles  NE.  of  Watsonville,  California.  Lat. 
36*68  00"  N.,  Long.  121*41'31"  W.  C.P.  for 
a  new  station  on  11,176V  MHz  toward  'Wat¬ 
sonville,  Calif.,  on  azimuth  234*46';  11,175V 
MHz  toward  Capitola,  Calif.,  on  azimuth 
274*38'. 

306-CF-P-76,  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Nevada  (KPR96),  McClellan  Peak,  3  Miles 
West  of  Silver  City,  Nevada.  Lat.  39*- 
16'35"  N.,  Long.  119*41'53"  W.  C.P.  to  re¬ 
place  transmitters  and  change  power  on 
2170V  MHz  toward  Churchill  Butte,  Nev., 
on  azimuth  75*48’. 

306- CP-P-76,  Same  (KPR97),  Churchill 
Butte,  near  Silver  Springs,  Nevada.  Lat. 
39*20'17"  N.,  Long.  119°17'46”  W.  C.P.  to 
Increase  emission,  change  power  and  re¬ 
place  transmitters  on  2119.6V  MHz  to¬ 
ward  McClellan  Peak,  Nev.,  on  azimuth 
265*62':  2126.6V  MHz  toward  Yerington, 
Nev.,  on  azimuth  163*33'. 

307- CP-P-75,  Same  (KPR98),  19  Van  Ness 
Street,  Yerington,  Nevada.  Lat.  38“69'13" 
N.,  Long.  119°09'47"  W.  C.P.  increase  emis¬ 
sion,  replace  transmitters  and  change 
power  on  2177.0V  MHz  toward  Churchill 
Butte,  Nev.,  on  azimuth  343*41'. 

223- CP-P-76,  Mid-Kansas.  Inc.  (new),  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Missouri.  Lat.  39*04’  20"  N.,  Long. 
94*35'46”  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station  on 
6197.2V  MHz  toward  Olathe,  Kans.,  on 
azimuth  226*62'. 

225-CP-P-75,  Mid-Kansas,  Inc.  (new),  1.0 
Mile  NE.  of  Olathe.  Kansas.  Lat.  38°66'12" 
N.,  Long.  94'47'47"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  sta¬ 
tion  on  6034.2V  MHz  toward  Lawrence, 
Kans.,  on  azimuth  279*36'. 

224- CF-P-75,  Same  (new),  6.0  Miles  West  of 
Lawrence,  Kansas.  Lat.  38*69'47''  N.,  Long. 
96*23' 11"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station  on 
6256.5H  MHz  toward  St.  Mary’s  and  Ot¬ 
tawa,  Kans.,  on  azimuth  293*16'  and 
166*25';  and  6256.5V  MHz  toward  Lawrence, 
Kans.,  on  azimuth  106*06'. 

310-CP-P-75,  CPI  Microwave,  Inc.  (new). 
Corner  of  Guadalupe  and  26th  Street, 
KLRN-TV.  Austin,  Texas.  Lat.  30°17'20" 
N.,  Long.  97°44'27"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  sta¬ 
tion  on  10,995V  MHz  toward  Austin 
(Dobie),  Tex.,  on  azimuth  182*19'. 

311- CP-P-75,  Same  (WPE49).  Corner  of 
Guadalupe,  21st  Street  and  Whitls  Ave., 
Austin  (Dobie),  Texas.  Lat.  30*16'59"  N., 
Long.  97“44’28"  W.  C.P.  to  add  6019.3H 
MHz  toward  Driftwood,  Tex.,  on  azimuth 
233*41’. 

312- CP-P-76,  Same  (WPE45),  4.2  Miles  SE. 
of  Driftwood,  Texas.  Lat.  30*04'07"  N., 
Long.  98°04'39"  W.  C.P.  to  add  6271. 4H 
MHz  toward  New  Braimfela,  Tex.,  on  azi¬ 
muth  205*32’. 


313  CP-P-76,  Same  (WPE48),  8.6  Miles  West 
of  New  Braunfels,  Texas.  Lat.  29‘46'04’' 
N.,  Long.  98'14'35"  W.  CJP.  to  add  6019.3a 
MHz  toward  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  on  azi¬ 
muth  214*03'. 

314- CP-P-76,  Same  (WPE48) .  Corner  of  HU- 
derbrand  and  Devine,  San  Antonio,  Texas. 
Lat.  29°27'64"  N.,  Long.  98°28’41"  W.  C.P. 
to  add  6330.7H  MHz  and  change  polarity 
from  H  to  V  on  6360.3  MHz  toward  Flores- 
ville,  Tex.,  on  azimuth  151*36’. 

315- CP-P-75,  Same  (WQP49),  6.0  Miles  SW. 
of  Floresville,  Texas.  Lat.  29°04’38’'  N., 
Long.  98“14'18"  W.  C.P.  to  add  6019.3V  MHz 
toward  Pawnee,  Tex.,  on  azimuth  151*08'. 

316- <3P-P-75,  Same  (WQP50),  6.4  Miles  North 
of  Pawnee,  Texas,  Lat.  28°44’29"  N.,  Long. 
98*01’38"  W.  C.P.  to  add  6271.4H  MHz 
toward  Beevllle,  Tex.,  on  azimuth  163*23'. 

317- CP-P-76,  Same  (WQP51),  10.6  Miles 
West  of  Beevllle,  Texas.  Lat.  28°26'54"  N., 
Long.  97°65’40"  W.  C.P.  to  add  6137.9H 
MHz  toward  Mathis,  Tex.,  on  azimuth 
160*44'. 

318- CF-P-76,  Same  (WQP52),  4.3  Miles  SE. 
of  Mathis,  Texas.  Lat.  28°03’07"  N.,  Long. 
97*46’ 16"  W.  C.P.  to  add  6390.0V  MHz 
toward  Violet,  Tex.,  on  azimuth  148*10’, 

319- CF-P-75,  CPI  Microwave,  Inc.,  (WQP63). 
Violet,  5.0  Miles  East  of  Robstown,  Texas. 
Lat.  27*46’30"  N.,  Long.  97*34’36"  W.  C.P. 
to  add  11,035V  MHz  toward  a  new  point  of 
communication  at  KEDT-TV,  'Tex.  on 
azimuth  109*40'. 

Major  amendments 

4646- C1-P-72,  Microwave  Service  Company  of 
Florida  (new),  1.9  Miles  NE.  of  Wilmer, 
Louisiana.  Lat.  30°49’36"  N.,  Long.  90*20’- 
06"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station  on  6197.2V 
MHz  toward  McComb,  Miss.,  on  azimuth 
347*68’. 

4647- C1-P-72,  Same  (new),  McComb,  Missis¬ 
sippi.  Lat.  31*14’69"  N.,  Long.  90*26’24"  W. 
C.P.  for  a  new  station  on  6167 .6H  MHz  to¬ 
ward  Brookhaven,  Miss.,  on  azimuth 
358*44'. 

4648- C1-P-72,  Same  (new) ,  Brookhaven,  Mis¬ 
sissippi.  Lat.  31*33'42"  N.,  Long.  90*26'63" 
W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station  on  6197.2H  MHZ 
toward  Crystal  Springs,  Miss.,  on  azimuth 
01*18'. 

4649- C1-P-72,  Same  (new),  6.0  Miles  West 
of  Crystal  Springs,  Mississippi.  Lat.  31*59'- 
10"  N.,  Long.  90°26'12"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new 
station  on  6226.9H  MHz  toward  Jackson, 
Miss.,  on  azimuth  31*62'.  (Note:  In  order 
to  resolve  the  apparent  mutual  exclusivity 
of  certain  pending  applications.  Microwave 
Service  Company  of  Florida  (MSCF) ,  thru 
an  agreement  with  American  Television 
&  Communications  Corporation  (ATC) 
proposes  to  adopt  the  above  erstwhile  ATC 
applications  (4646  thru  4649-C1-P-72).) 

[FR  Doc.74-18767  Piled  8-14-74;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  OF  THE 
PORT  OF  NEW  ORLEANS.  CONTAINER 
LIFT  INTERNATIONAL  AND  HIBERNIA 
NATIONAL  BANK  IN  NEW  ORLEANS 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  (46 
U.S.C.814)). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  ofiQce  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW„ 


Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  August  26,  1974. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a  clear 
and  concise  statement  of  the  matters 
upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce  evi¬ 
dence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged, 
the  statement  shall  set  forth  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by: 

Cyrus  C.  Guidry,  Port  Counsel 
Board  of  Commissioners  of  the  Port  of 

New  Orleans 
P.O.  Box  60046 

New  Orleans,  Louisiana  70160 

Agreement  No.  T-2728-1,  among  the 
Board  of  Commissioners  of  the  Port  of 
New  Orleans  (Port) ,  Container  Lift  In¬ 
ternational,  Inc.  (CLI),  and  Hibernia 
National  Bank  in  New  Orleans  (Hiber¬ 
nia),  modifies  the  parties’  basic  agree¬ 
ment,  which  is  a  permit  under  which 
cnj  will  install,  maintain  and  operate  at 
its  own  cost,  a  container  crane  at  Berth 
No.  5  of  the  Port’s  France  Road  Termi¬ 
nal.  The  purpose  of  the  modification  is 
to  provide  for  an  Increase  in  the  amount 
of  a  loan  and  for  a  one  year  moratorium 
on  payments  of  principal  on  the  loan 
which  CLI  obtained  from  Hibernia  to 
finance  the  acquisition  and  installation 
of  a  container  crane. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission 

Dated:  August  12, 1974. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.74-18776  FUed  8-14-74;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  ro.  CI67-98,  etc.) 

CERTIFICATES,  ABANDONME«4T  OF 
"SERVICE  AND  PETITIONS 

Notice  of  Applications  ^ 

Attgust  7,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  Appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  applica- 
ticm  or  petition  pursuant  to  section  7 

^Thls  notice  does  not  provide  for  con¬ 
solidation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein. 
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of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  authorization 
to  sell  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  or  to  abandon  service  as  described 
herein,  all  as  more  fully  described  in  the 
respective  applications  and  amendments 
which  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applicati(ms  should  on  or  before  Au¬ 
gust  30, 1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington.  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  pro¬ 
tests  filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 


the  jurisdiction  ccmferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedme 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  all 
applications  in  which  no  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  believes  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificates  or  the  authorization 
for  the  proposed  abandonment  is  re¬ 
quired  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  Where  a  petition  for  leave  to 
Intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  where  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  Is  required,  fur- . 
ther  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised.  It  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Mast  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 


Docket  No. 
and 

date  filed 

Applicant 

Purchaser  and  location  - 

Price 
per  Mof 

Preo- 

sure 

baae 

0167-98 _ 

C  7-29-74 

Amoco  Production  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
50879,  New  Orleaib,  La.  70150. 

United  Oas  Pipe  Line  Co.,  Bastian 
Bay  Field,  Southeast  Flank, 
Plaquemines  ParUh,  Lo. 

63.238 

16685 

Cm-175 . 

C  7-19-74 

Amoco  Production  Co.,  Security  Life 
Bldg.,  Denver,  Colo.  80202. 

£I  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.,  Basin  Dako¬ 
ta  Field,  San  Juan  County,  N.  Mex. 

>6685 

1673 

€174-22. . . 

C  7-29-74 

Exxon  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  2180,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.  77001. 

Columbia  Gas  Transmlssioh  Corp., 
Eugene  Island  Block  314  Field,  ofl- 
shcre  Louisiana. 

*>sao 

16025 

€174-612 . 

A  7-29-74  4 

Diamond  Shamrock  Corp.,  P.O.  Box 
631,  Amarillo,  Tex.  79173. 

Natural  Oas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America, 
Block  176-S  Field,  Oalveston  Area, 
offshore  Texas. 

4*46  26 

U.55 

€174-528. _ 

C  7-29-74 

Exxon  Corp _ _ _  _ 

El  Paso  Natural  Oas  C<^  Sand  HiUs 
Field,  Crane  County,  Tex. 

**6L89 

1665 

€175-6 . . 

(C 169-468) 

F  7-25-74’ 

,  Colorado  Oil  A  Oas  Corp.  (snccessor 
to  Texas  Crude  Oil  Inc.  (Operator) 
et  al.),  5  Oreenway  Plata  East, 
Houston,  Tex.  77046. 

Southern  Natural  Oas  Co.,  Stuard’s 
Bluff  Field  and  Chandelenr  Sound 
Block  73  Area,  St.  Bernard  Paririi, 
La. 

»  *36776 

16686 

CI75-41 . Oetty  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box  1404,  Hons-  £1  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.,  Antelope  *46.  H  14. 7S 

A  7-28-74  ton,  Tex.  77001.  Ridge  Field,  Lea  County,  N.  Mex. 

CI75-42 _ Phillips  Petroleum  Co.,  Bartlesrllle,  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co.,  *44.0  14.71 

A  7-25-74  Okla.  74004.  Powder  River  Badu,  Campb^ 

County,  Wyo. 

0175-43 . .  Eerr-McOee  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  25861,  El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.,  acreage  in  **601.577  14. 7S 

A  7-29-74  Oklahoma  (Sty,  Okla.  73125.  Hemphill  County,  Tex. 

CI75-44 _ Texaco,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  2420,  Tuba,  Cities  Service  Oas  Co.,  Panoma  Fldd,  *  **  61. 3S  14. 65 

A  7-29-74  Okla.  74102.  Seward  and  Stevens  Counties,  Kans. 

CI75-46 . .  7.  M.  Huber  Corp.,  2000  West  Lo<9,  £1  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.,Washington  **40.7625  14.73 

A  7-26-74  Houston,  Tex.  77027.  Ranch  Field,  Eddy  County,  N. 

CI75-I7 _ Appalachian  Exploration  A  Develop-  Consolidated  Oas  Supply  Corp.,  0*) 

(CI67-81)  ment,  Inc.,  Charleston  National  Sandy  River  District,  McDowell 

B  7-29-74  Plaia,  Charleston,  W.  Vs.  25301.  County.  W.Va 

CI75-18 . CNO  Producing  Co.,  445  West  Main  ConsolidMed  Oas  Supply  Corp.,  **4  66.80  14.73 

A  7-29-74  St.,  (Clarksburg,  W.  Va.  26301.  Chondrant  Field,  lincoln  Parish, 

La. 

CT75-49 _ _ do _ _ _ _ _  Consolidated  Oas  Supply  Corp.,  **45.0  15.026 

A  7-29-74  Block  118  Field,  East  Cameron 

Area,  offshore  Louisiana. 

CT7S-S0 . Lone  Star  Producing  Co.,  301  South  Northern  Natural  Oas  Co.,  Sawyer  <*62.3  14.73 

A  7-29-74  Harwood  St.,  Dallas,  Tex.  7620L  (Canyon)  Field,  Sutton  County, 

_  Tex. 

€175-51 . American  Petroflna  (Co.  of  Texas  (sne-  Tennessee  Oas  Pipeline  Co.,  a  dlvl-  *X0  1A66 

(CS72-7135  cessor  to  Ducr  Wanter  A  Co.),  P.O.  alon  of  Tenneco  Ine.,  Donna  Field, 

F  7-26-74  Box  2159,  Dallas,  Tex.  75221.  Hidalgo  County,  Tex. 

CT75-52 _ Philadelphia  Oil  Co.,  420  Boulevard  Kentucky  West  Virginia  Oas  Co.,  **43.86  14.73 

A  7-30-74  of  the  Allies,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  acreage  In  Dickenson  County,  Va. 


>  Includes  3.55  cents  per  M  ft*  upward  Btn  adjustmoit  and  4.30  cents  per  M  ft*  tax  reimbursement; 

*  Subject  to  upward  Btu  adjustment;  estimate  adjustment  b  6.0  cents  per  M  ft*. 

*  Applicant  is  willing  to  accept  a  certificate  in  accordance  with  Oi^nion  No.  699. 

4  Being  renotlced,  b^use  by  amendment  filed  Jtily  29,  1974,  Applicant  requests  a  higher  price.  Ptloe  Inctades 
3.47  cents  per  M  ft*  tax  adjustment. 

*  Subject  to  upward  and  downward  Btu  adjustment. 

*  Includes  0.99  cent  per  M  ft*  (or  substantial  gathering  and  b  subject  to  upward  and  downward  Bto  adlatment; 
estimated  upward  adjustment  b  4.10  cents  per  M  ft*. 

*  Being  renotieed,  became  by  letter  filed  July  25, 1974,  Applicant  requesb  a  higher  price. 

*  Subject  to  downward  Btu  adjustment. 

*  Subject  to  upward  and  downward  Btu  adjustment  and  itMsIndee  1  cent  per  M  ft*  gathering  alhnraiieo. 

**  Includes  3.784  cents  per  M  ft*  upward  Btu  adjustment  and  3.793  cents  per  M  ft*  tax  inoramaat. 

X  Includes  1.25  cents  per  M  ft*  upward  Btu  adjustment. 

**  Subject  to  upward  and  downward  Btu  adjnkment  and  Inchidee  3.7625  cents  per  M  ft*  tax  refmbunemeot; 

**  Acreage  farmed  cut  to  Patrick  Petroteum  Corp. 

*4  Includes  1  cent  per  M  ft*  (or  tailgate  delivery  and  6A6  eenb  per  M  ft*  (or  Louisiana  severance  tax. 

*4  Includes  4.7  cenb  per  M  ft*  upward  Btu  adjustment,  3.6  centsper  M  ft*  state  taxes  and  1  cent  par  M  ft*  gatholng 
ehaige. 

**  luctudee  0A6  cent  i)er  M  ft*  upward  Btn  adjustmort. 

[FR  Doc.74-18596  PUed  8-14-74;8:46  am] 
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(Docket  Nos.  R174-207,  etc.] 

JURISDICTIONAL  SALES  OF  NATURAL 
GAS 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and  Sus¬ 
pension  of  Proposed  Changes  in  Rates, 
and  Allowing  Rate  Changes  to  Become 
Effective  Subject  to  Refund  ♦ 

August  7, 1974. 

Respondents  have  filed  proposed 
changes  in  rates  and  charges  for  juris¬ 
dictional  sales  of  natural  gas,  as  set  forth 
in  Appendix  A  below. 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  im- 
duly  discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or 
otherwise  unlawful. 


^Does  not  consolidate  for  hearing  or  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  several  matters  herein. 


The  Commission  finds.  It  is  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  consistent  with  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission  enter 
upon  hearings  regarding  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  changes,  and  that  the 
supplements  herein  be  suspended  and 
their  use  be  deferred  as  ordered  below. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  15,  the  regulations  pertaining 
thereto  (18  CPR  CSi.  I),  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  Procedure, 
public  hearings  shall  be  held  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  prop>osed  changes. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon  the  rate  supplements  herein  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  until 
date  shown  in  the  “Date  Suspended  Un¬ 
til”  column.  Each  of  these  supplements 
shall  become  effective,  subject  to  refund. 


as  of  the  expiration  of  the  suspension  pe¬ 
riod  without  any  further  action  by  the 
Respondent  or  by  the  Commission.  Each 
Respondent  shall  comply  with  the  re- 
fimding  procedure  required  by  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  thereunder. 

(C)  Unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plements,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed  imtil  dis¬ 
position  of  these  proceedings  or  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  suspension  period,  whichever 
is  earlier. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 


Appendix  A 


Docket 

No. 


Respondent 


Rote  8up- 
sched-  pie- 
ule  ment 
No.  No. 


Purchaser  and  producing  area 


RI74-2fl(r..  Texaco,  Inc . J  14# 


-do. 

.do. 


Rn4-188 . do _ 


Rn&-16 . do. 


Rn4-178..  Continental  Oil  Co. 

s _ do . . 


Austral  Oil  Co. 


:.-..do . 

RI74-128..  Continent^  olf  Oo _ 


RI7&-H...  Austral  Oil  Co. 


.do. 

.do. 

.do. 


RI74-140..  Beta  Development  Co, 
RI74-114..  SkoUy  Oil  Co . 


Rr74-182 . do. 

; _ do. 

. do. 


310 

396 

211 


40T 


394 


22 

24 

26 

•108 


«1 


129 


136 

215 


11  Colorado  Interstate  Qas  Co. 
(Table  Rock  Field,  Sweetwater 
County,  Wyo.). 

11 . do . 

8  . do . . 

21  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.  (La- 

Barge  Field,  Lincoln  and  Sub- 
lettee  Counties,  Wyo.). 

. do.. . . . 

6  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.  (Moxa 

Field,  Lincoln  and  Sweetwater 
Counties,  Wyo.). 

2  Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Oas 
Co.,  Inc. 

2  Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Co. 
(East  Riverton  Field,  Fremont 
County,  Wyo.). 

“  8  El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.  (Huer- 
fanito  Field,  San  Juan  County, 
N.  Mex.). 

‘•6 . do . . 

‘•7 . do . 

»•  10 . do. . 

9  Mountain  Fuel  Supply  Co.  (Salt 

Wells  Unit,  Sweetwater  County, 
Wyo.).  _ 

9  El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.  (Huer- 
lanito  Field,  San  Juan  County, 
N.  Max.). 

7  . do . . 

8  . do . 

11 . do . 

18  El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.  (San 

Juan  and  Rio  Arriba  Counties, 
N.  Mex.). 

. do . - . 

29  El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.  (Blanco 
Field,  San  Juan  County,  N. 
Mex.). 

. do . 

14  El  Paiio  Natural  Qas  Co.  (Bisti 

Field  and  East  Bisti  Unit,  San 
Juan  County,  N.  Mex.). 

13  El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.  (Bisti 


clo-BIanco  Field,  La 
County,  Colo.,  and  Basin 
Dakota  Field,  San  Juan  Coun¬ 
ty,  N.  Mex.). 


Amount  Date 
of  filing 

annual  tendered 
Increase 

Effective 

date 

unless 

suspended 

Date 

Cents  per  Mcf* 

Rate  in 
effect  sub¬ 
ject  to 
refund  in 
dockets 
No. 

until— 

Rate  in 
effect 

Proposed 

increased 

rate 

$18,720 

7-  8-74  . 

s  7-9-74 

27.3493 

‘27.8622 

RI74-207. 

1,498 

7-  8-74  . 

‘ 7-9-74 

27.3493 

‘27.8622 

RI74-207. 

5,925 

7-  8-74  . 

7-9-74 

25.4535 

‘26.40825 

RI74-207. 

9,300 

7-  8-74  . 

7-0-74 

•27.26 

“27.7788 

Rn4-133. 

100  . 

<*) 

•26.26 

“26.7530 

25  . 

(») 

•25.08 

‘ » 25. 5816 

4,041 

7-  8-74 

•  8-9-74 

‘  24. 118  “  •  26. 8123 

1,227 

7-  8-T4 

7-9-74 

27.56 

‘28.3868 

RI74-178 

1,227 

7-  8-74 

7-9-74 

27.56 

‘28.3868 

RI74-178 

368 

7-12-74 

(•) 

26.15 

26.4728 

2,444 

7-12  74 

P) 

28.15 

26.4728 

872 

7-12  74 

(*) 

26.15 

26.4728 

223 

1,720 

7-12-74 
7-  8-74 

(•) 

7-  9-74 

24.48 

‘25.3368 

RI74-128. 

630 

7-15-74 

•  1-15-75 

26.4728 

27.0257 

4,185 

7-16-74 

•  1-15-75 

26.4728 

27.0257 

872 

7-15-74 

« 1-15-75 

26.4728 

27.0257 

223 

7-15-74 

•  1-15-75 

26.4728 

27.0257 

26,007 

7-  8-74 

•  7-  9-74 

23.87 

>•  29. 1614 

Rn4-140. 

5,438 

•7-9-74 

30.89 

“  31.  2017 

RI74-140. 

1  517 

7-11-74 

•  7-12-74 

24.5 

‘•24.7680 

RI74-114. 

0 

« 7-12-74 

28.5 

“  28. 8117 

RI74-114. 

i  304 

7-11-74 

•7-12-74 

26.64 

26.9314 

RI74-132. 

1  194 

I.) 

i-  213 

7-11-74 

•  7-12-74 

26.64 

26.9314 

RI74-132. 

7-11-74 

£7-12-74 

26.64 

i*  26. 9314 

R174-132. 

k  0 

. a _ 

•7-12-74 

28.5 

“28. 8117 

•Pressure  base  Is  15.025  lb/in*a  unless  otberwise  stated. 

•  Pressure  base  is  14.65  lb/in>a. 

'  The  proposed  increased  rate  set  forth  in  Respondent’s  filing  is  rejected  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  it  exceeds  the  rate  set  forth  in  the  “Proposed  Rate’’  column  for  lack  of  contrac¬ 
tual  authorleation.  The  suspension  period  applies  only  to  the  rate  set  forth  In  the 
"Proposed  Increased  Rate’’  column. 

•  Accepted  to  be  effective  as  of  the  date  set  forth  In  the  “Date  Filing  Tendered’’ 
column. 


‘  Includes  a  double  amount  of  contractually  due  tax  reimbursement. 

•  Applicable  to  all  acreage  except  acreage  added  by  Supplement  Nos.  7  and  18. 

•  Applicable  to  acreage  added  by  Supplement  No.  7. 

'  Applicable  to  acreage  added  by  Supplement  No.  13. 

•  Includes  ad  valorem  tax. 

•  Considered  new  gas  pursuant  to  Opinion  No.  639. 

*•  Applicable  to  gas  produced  from  wells  completed  prior  to  June  1, 1970. 
n  Applicable  to  gas  produced  from  wells  completed  on  or  after  Juno  1,  1970. 
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Some  of  the  proposed  tax  increases  reflect 
full  relmbxu^meut  for  the  recent  Increases 
In  the  Wyoming  and  New  Mexico  severance 
taxes.  Instead  of  the  reimbursement  author¬ 
ized  under  the  related  contract.  The  area 
rate  clause  In  these  contracts  is  not  appli¬ 
cable  inasmuch  as  the  area  celling  estab¬ 
lished  In  Opinion  No.  658  was  hot  changed 
as  a  result  of  the  state  tax  increases.  Accord¬ 
ingly.  to  the  extent  a  proposed  rate  reflects 
reimbursement  In  excess  of  that  permitted 
under  the  contract,  it  Is  rejected  and  treated 
as  though  It  Included  only  contractual  tax 
reimbursement 

Texaco’s  tax  Increase  under  its  FPC  Qas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  407  Includes  ad  valorem 
tax  and  Is  suspended  for  one  day  pending 
determination  as  to  whether  ad  valorem  taxes 
are  allowable  in  computing  the  area  ceiling 
rate  under  Opinion  No.  658. 

The  proposed  Increases  of  Austral  under 
Its  FPC  Oas  Rate  Schedule  Nos.  21,  22,  24, 
and  26  Include  a  periodic  Increase  In  addi¬ 
tion  to  tax  reimbursement  and  exceed  the 
Opinion  No.  658  ceiling  rate.  Consequently, 
they  are  suspended  for  five  months. 

In  those  situations  where  the  underlying 
rate  Is  being  collected  subject  to  refund,  the 
proposed  tax  Increase  Is  suspended  for  one 
day  from  the  date  of  filing  In  the  same 
suspension  proceeding  involving  the  under¬ 
lying  rate. 

The  other  proposed  tax  Increases  are  ac¬ 
cepted  as  of  the  date  of  filing. 

Some  of  the  tax  filings  Involved  here,  as 
noted  In  the  table.  Include  a  double  amount 
of  the  contractually  due  tax  reimbursement 
so  as  to  collect  tax  reimbursement  on  past 
production  as  well  as  on  future  production. 
Respondents  In  such  cases  shall  file  rate  de¬ 
creases  refiectlng  only  contractually  due  tax 
reimbursement  for  future  production  after 
tax  reimbursement  on  past  production  has 
been  recovered. 


In  regard  to  any  sale  of  natural  gas  for 
which  the  proposed  increased  rate  Is  filed 
under  the  provisions  of  Opinion  No.  699,  is¬ 
sued  Jime  21. 1974.  in  Docket  No.  R-389-B,  no 
part  of  the  proposed  rate  increase  above  the 
prior  iq>pllcable  area  celling  rate  may  be 
made  effective  until  the  seller  submits  a 
statement  in  writing  demonstrating  that 
Opinion  No.  699  Is  applicable  to  the  particu¬ 
lar  increased  rate  filing,  in  whole  or  in  part. 
The  prc^osed  increased  rates  for  which  such 
support  shall  have  been  satisfactorily  dem¬ 
onstrated  prior  to  September  23,  1974,  will 
be  made  effective  as  of  June  21,  1974. 

I  PR  Doc.74-18594  PUed  8-1 4-74;  8: 45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  Rr75-18,  etc.] 

JURISDICTIONAL  SALES  OF  NATURAL 
GAS 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and  Sus¬ 
pension  of  Proposed  Changes  in  Rates, 
and  Allowing  Rate  Changes  To  Become 
Effective  Subject  to  Refui^  ^ 

August  7,  1974. 

Respondents  have  filed  proposed 
changes  in  rates  and  charges  for  juris¬ 
dictional  sales  of  natural  gas,  as  set  forth 
in  Appendix  A  below. 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  un¬ 
duly  discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or 
otherwise  imlawful. 

The  Commission  finds.  It  is  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  Interest  and  consistent  with  the  Nat- 


*Doe6  not  cousolldate  fior  hearing  or  dls- 
poee  of  the  several  matters  herein. 


Ural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission  enter 
upon  hearings  regarding  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  changes,  and  that  the 
supplements  herein  be  suspended  and 
their  use  be  deferred  as  ordered  below. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  15,  the  regulations  pertaining  there¬ 
to  (18  CFR  Ch.  I) ,  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  public 
hearings  shall  be  held  concerning  the 
lawfulness  of  the  proposed  changes. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  rate  supplements  herein  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  imtil 
date  shown  in  the  "Date  Suspended  Un¬ 
til”  column.  Each  of  these  supplements 
shall  become  effective,  subject  to  refund, 
as  of  the  expiration  of  the  suspension  pe¬ 
riod  without  any  further  action  by  the 
Respondent  or  by  the  Commission.  Each 
Respondent  shall  comply  with  the  re¬ 
funding  procedure  required  by  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of  the  reg¬ 
ulations  thereunder. 

(C)  Unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plements,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed  tmtil  dis¬ 
position  of  these  proceedings  or  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  suspension  period,  whichever 
Is  earlier. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


AppKNinx  A 


Rate  Bnp-  ,  ^  . 

Docket  Respondent  iched-  pte-  Purehasw  and  productog  area 

No.  nle  ment 

No.  No. 


Rate  In 

Amonnt  Date  Effective  Date  Cents  per  Mcf*  effect  sub- 

of  filing  date  suspended  -■  ■■  jeetto 

annual  tendered  nnless  ontU—  Rate  In  Proposed  refund  in 
Increase  suspended  effect  increased  docket 

rate  No. 


Rn5-18. 


RI74-33..-;r.i 


RI74-12. 


Texaco,  Inc. 


Continental  Oil  Co. 


Hondo  Oil  &  Oas  Co. 


16 

12 

Northern  Natnral  Om  Co. 

1580,791 

7-26-74  .. 

..  ^  1-26-75 

SS.S2 

47.180 

Rr74-164. 

180 

1 1  to  10 

(Eumont,  Jalmat,  BUne- 
berry,  TSibbe  Oas  Fields, 
Lea  Ck)unty,  N.  Mex.,  Per- 
BD^n  Basin). 

Tianswestem  Plpekna  Co. 
(Bell  Lake  Field.  Lea 
County,  N.  Mex.,  Permian 
Basin). 

_ do - - - - 

(*) 

7-  8-74  .. 

T-  1-74 

24.0248 

212814 

RI74-33. 

6 

•  itoie 
•3to6 

(^  ; 

42 

7-15-74 

(«) 

7-  2  -74 

46.0 

28.6663 

45.4922 

23.9162- 

BI74-lk 

•Pressure  base  is  14.85  lb/ln*a. 

>  Not  applicable  to  Atoka  formation  ga.s. 

>  Not  stated. 

•  Applicable  to  production  covered  by  Supplement  Nos.  11  and  15. 


*  Accepted  pnrsnant  to  Opinion  No.  690  as  of  Inly  1, 1974.  the  effective  date  of  the 
Increase  in  the  New  Mexico  severance  tax. 

*  Conaction  to  prior  increase  suspended  until  July  2, 1974,  In  Docket  No.  RI74-12. 


Texaco’s  pre^xjeed  increase  exceeds  the  ap¬ 
plicable  area  celling  rate  prescribed  In  Opin¬ 
ion  No.  699,  and  Is  suspended  for  five  months. 

Continental’s  proposed  tax  Increase,  desig¬ 
nated  as  Supplement  No.  1  to  10  to  its  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  180,  exceeds  the  ceil¬ 
ing  rate  in  Opinion  No.  662.  Because  it  is  a 
tax  Increase  it  is  suspended  for  one  day  from 
the  date  of  filing  in  the  same  suspension  pro¬ 
ceeding  involving  the  underlying  rate. 

Hondo  has  filed  a  revised  Increase  to  reflect 
a  correction  in  the  amount  of  tax  reimburse¬ 
ment  contained  in  a  prior  Increase  that  was 
suspended.  The  subject  tneresuse  will  be  sus¬ 
pended  in  the  existing  suspension  proceed¬ 
ing  and  will  become  effective,  subject  to  re- 


fimd,  as  of  the  date  the  prior  suspension 
period  ended. 

In  regard  to  any  sale  of  natural  gas  for 
which  the  proposed  Increased  rate  la  filed 
under  the  provisions  of  Opinion  No.  699,  is¬ 
sued  June  21,  1974,  in  Docket  No.  R-389— B, 
no  part  of  the  proposed  rate  Increase  above 
the  prior  applicable  area  celling  rate  may 
be  made  effective  until  the  seller  submits  a 
statement  in  writing  demonstrating  that 
Opinion  No.  699  is  applicable  to  the  particu¬ 
lar  increased  rate  filing,  in  whole  or  in  part. 
The  proposed  Increased  rates  for  which  such 
support  shall  have  been  satisfactorily  dem¬ 
onstrated  prior  to  September  23,  1974,  will  be 
made  effective  as  of  June  21, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74r-18695  Filed  8-14-74;8;45  am]. 


[Docket  Nos.  RI72-248,  etc.] 

JURISDICTIONAL  SALES  OF  NATURAL 
GAS 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and  Sus¬ 
pension  of  Proposed  Changes  in  Rates, 
and  Aliowing  Rate  (Ganges  To  Become 
Effective  Subject  to  Refund  ^ 

August  7, 1974- 

Respondents  have  filed  proposed 
changes  in  rates  and  charges  for  juiisdlc- 


*  Does  not  consolidate  for  hearing  or  dlo* 
pose  of  the  several  matters  herein. 
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tional  sales  of  natural  gas,  as  set  forth 
in  Appendix  A  below. 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferential, 
or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds.  It  is  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  Interest  and  consistent  with  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission  enter 
upon  hearings  regarding  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  changes,  and  that  the 
supplements  herein  be  suspended  and 
their  use  be  deferred  as  ordered  below. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Under 
the  Natiural  Gas  Act,,  particularly  sec¬ 


tions  4  and  15,  the  regulations  pertain¬ 
ing  thereto  (18  CPR  Ch.  I) ,  and  the  Com- 
mi^ion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
public  hearings  shall  be  held  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  proposed  changes. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  rate  supplements  herein  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  until 
date  shown  in  the  “Date  Suspended 
Until”  column.  Each  of  these  supple¬ 
ments  shall  become  effective,  subject  to 
refund,  as  of  the  expiration  of  the  sus¬ 
pension  period  without  any  further  ac¬ 
tion  by  the  Respondent  or  by  the  Com- 
Afptndix  a 


mission.  Each  Respondent  shall  comply 
with  the  refunding  procediu’e  required 
by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of 
the  regfulations  thereunder. 

(C)  Unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plements,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed  vmtil  dis¬ 
position  of  these  proceedings  or  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  suspension  period,  whichever 
is  earlier. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 


Rate 

Sup- 

Amount 

Date 

Effective 

Date 

Cents  per  Mcf* 

Rate  in 
effect  sub- 

Docket 

Respondent 

■ebed- 

pie- 

Purchaser  and  producing  area  of 

filing 

date 

suspended  • 

•  Ject  to 

No. 

ule 

No. 

ment 

No. 

annual 

increase 

tmdered 

unless 

suspended 

until— 

Rate  in  Proposed 
effect  Increased 

rate 

refund  in 
docket 
No. 

RI72-248..  Continental  00  Co... 


196  *15 


♦  16 


El  Paso  Natnial  Oas  Co.  (North-  61, 034  7-8-74 

east  Haynes  Field,  Rio  Arriba 
County,  N.  Mex.,  San  Joan 
Basin). 

■do. 


Br74-m_  _ 

sIa 

•  17 _ do . . . 

-llO _  _ 

*18  _ do . .  ' 

199 

12 _ do _ 3 

13 . do . 3 

do _  _ 

208 

17  El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.,  (Llnd- 
reth  FlekL  Rio  Arriba  County, 

N.  Mex.,  San  Juan  Basin). 

1*  do  ..  _ 3 

RT75-0  1— ■■■■ 

>19  do . 

RI72-318. _ 

.-do-  ^ _  .  -  ~  ■ 

221 

•  13  El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.,  (Ballard 

P.  C.  Area,  Rio  Arriba  and 
Sandeval  Counties,  N.  Mex., 
San  Juan  Basin). 

« IS  -  An 

BT74-m._  ■. 

sIa  — 

*15  „._do _ Z 

df  A 

, 

*16 _ do  _  _ 

Rn4-178. 

dA 

341 

*  13  El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.  (North- 

do  - z - 

east  Farmln^n  and  Hl-Way 
Block,  San  Juan  County,  N. 
Mex.). 

4 1*  do  . .  z 

Rra-34S..TII 

_  _  _ _  . 

..  242 

•  13  El  Paso  Natural  Oeis  Co.  (Allison 

^  - - - 

Unit,  San  Juan  County,  N. 
Mex.). 

*14  do 

An 

•  15 _ do  .  ___  _ z 

*16  -  _  do  _  _  _ . 

RT74-18e _ 

257 

•  18  Southern  TTnlon  Gathering  Co. 
(Blanco  Field,  San  J  uan  County, 
N.Mex.). 

4  19  do 

Rm-248. -Z 

259 

•  *  16  El  Paso  Natural  Oas.  Co.  (Blanco 
Pictured  Cliffs  Areas,  San  Juan 
County,  N.Mex.). 

•  16  ...do . .3 

Rn4-178.. 

*17  do 

41R  _  .  do  . .  _ 

Em-248 _ 

206 

*  9  El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co. 

(Rinco  Unit,  San  Juan  County, 
N.  Mex.) 

*  10  do 

Ri74-178-.. 

111  _ do 

*12 . do . 

RI73-248 _ 

207 

Field,  San  Juan  County,  N; 
Mex.). 

*  10 . do . 33 

(♦) 

1,066  _ 

(*)  . . 


219 
223  , 

1,673 


1,708 


7-8-74 


7-8-74 _ 


Rrr4-178 _ -dOL.. 


_ _ do_. 

s;....do _ 


♦  11 
♦12 

*9 


-do. 
.do _ 


' _ do. 


274 


c;i..dO_ 
Rm-248 _ do.. 


c.:..dO. 

BI74-178.i~._Jo. 


_ do. 


278 


ci...dO. 

BI7»-816. _ do. 


-.i  279 


R174-178 . d0_ 


E1  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.  (Blanco 
Field,  San  Juan  County,  N. 
Mex.). 

_ do _ _ _ 

El  Paso  NaturM  Oas  Co.  (Ful- 
oher-Enti  and  West  KnU 
Fields,  San  Juan  County,  N. 
Mex.). 

_ do _ 3 

El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.  (Huer¬ 
fano  Area,  San  Juan  County, 
N.  Mex.). 

_ do . . . . . 

_ do . 3 

_ do _ 3 

El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.  (Blanco 
Area,  Aztec  Pictured  Cliffs,  San 
Juan  County,  N.  Mex.). 

_ do . 3 

El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.  (Asteo 
Pictiued  Cliffs  Area,  San  Joan 
County,  N.  Mex.). 

*10; _ do. _ =- 

•  11 _ do . . 


*10 

•  u 


*18 

lU 


*14 

•16 

*16 

•10 


*11 

•9 


227  7-8-74  .;. 


232  _ _ _ 

(») 

18  7-  8-74 


(•)  . 

17 


7-  8-74 


492  7-  8-74 


(•) 


8  7-  8-74  .... 


(•) 

(0 


108  7-  8-74  ... 


105 

107 


(*) 


(•) 


1  7-  8-74 _ 3 . 3 


n  =.3.3...3 

9  7-  8-74 


18  333 

IS _ 

9  .... 
(•)  7- 


8-74 _ 


=.. 

2  7- 


10 

8  _. 


8-74  .;.3_._3 


(«)  26.1797  *  28.4475 


7-  9-74 

28.0 

8-28-74 

2A  7251 

8-28-74 

28.5 

0) 

26-1797 

8-28-74 

26-7251 

(») 

26.1797 

8-28-74 

36.7%! 

8-18-74 

21.6 

0) 

26.1797 

7-9-74 

28.0 

8-28-74 

26.7251 

8-28-74 

28.5 

7-9-74 

36.7251 

7-9-74 

28.5 

0) 

26.1797 

7-  9-74 

28.0 

8-28-74 

36.7251 

8-28-74 

28.5 

(») 

26.1797 

7-9-74 

28.5 

P) 

26.1797 

7-  9-74 

28.0 

8-28-74 

36.7251 

8-28-74 

28.5 

P) 

26.1797 

7-9-74 

28.0 

8-30-74 

36.7251 

8-30-74 

28.5 

P) 

36.1797 

7-9  -74 

28.0 

8-28-74 

36.7251 

8-28-74 

28.5 

7-9-74 

26.7251 

7-  9-74 

28.5 

7-  9-74 

36.7251 

7-  9-74 

28.5 

P) 

36.1797 

7-9-74 

28.0 

8-30-74 

36.7251 

8-30-74 

28.5 

7-9-74 

36.7251 

7-9-74 

28.5 

P) 

36.1797 

7-9-74 

28.0 

8-80-74  36.7251 


*28.3063  RI72-248. 
•28.9985  RI74-178. 
*28.8117  RI74-17A 
•  26. 4475 

*26.9985  RI74-178. 
*26.4475 


26.9985  Rn4-178. 
*24.7680  RI75-9. 
*26.4475 


•28.3063  Rm-248. 
*26.9985  R174-178. 
*28.8117  RI74-178. 
•  20.9985  RI74-178. 


•  28.8117  Rr74-178. 
*26.4475 


•28.8063  Rm-248. 
•26.9085  Rn4-178. 
•2A8117  R174-178. 
*26.4475 


•28.8117  RI74-139. 
•26.4475 


•  28.3063  Rm-248. 
*26.9985  R174-178. 
•28.8117  RI74-178. 
•26.4475 


•28.3063  Rm  248. 
*26.9985  R174-178. 
*28.8117  R174-178. 
*  26, 4475 


*28.3063  Rm-248. 
*26.9985  RI74-178. 
*28.8117  RI74-178. 
*26.9985  RI74-178. 


*28.8117  Rn4-178. 
*26.9985  RI74-178. 


*23.8117  R174  178. 
*26.4475 


*28.3063  Rm-245. 
*26.9985  RI74-178. 
*28.8117  RI74-178. 
*26.9985  RI74-178. 


*28.8117  Rr74-178. 
*26.4475 


*28.8063  Rm-245. 
*20.9986  RI74:’178. 
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Docket 

No. 


Rr72-245. 

Rn4-178. 

RI7Z-245. 

RI74-178. 

RI72-245. 

Rn+-178. 

Rm-Z+S 

RI74-178.. 
R 172-248. 

RI74-178.. 
RI72  248-. 

Bn4  178- 
Rr72-248., 

Rr74-178- 

RI72-248. 

RI74-178. 

Rm-248. 

RI74-178. 

RI74-178- 


Rate 

Bnp- 

Amount 

Date 

EflecUve 

Respondent 

sebed. 

ple- 

Purchaser  and  producing  area  of 

filing 

date 

No. 

ment 

annnal 

ten¬ 

unless 

No. 

increase 

dered 

suspended 

.do .  *  12 

.do .  287  » 9 

.do .  ‘10 

do .  » 11 

do .  *  12 

do .  295  *  8 


. do . . . . 

El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.  (San 
Juan  County,  N.  Mei.). 

. do . ; 

. do . . . 

. do . 

El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.  (HI 
Wav  Block,  San  Juan  County, 
N.  Mex.). 


.do. 

.do. 

.do. 

.do. 


.do. 

.do. 

.do¬ 

do. 


.do. 

.do. 

.do. 

-do. 

.do. 

.do. 

.do. 

.do. 


.do. 

.do. 

.do- 

.do. 


.do. 

.do. 

.do. 

.do. 


.do. 

.do. 

.do. 

-do. 


.do 

.do 

.do 

.do. 

.do 

.do 

•do 

.do 


.  *9 . do . 

.  « 10 . do . 

.  ‘11 . do . 

2M  *17  El  Passo  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Rio 
Arriba  County,  N.  Mex,  San 
Juan  Basin). 

.  ‘  18 . do . 

.  » 19 . do . 

.  ‘20 . do . . . 

309  •  7  El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.  (Hono¬ 

lulu  Mesa  Field,  Rio  Arriba 
County,  N.  Mex.,  San  Juan 
Basin). 

_  ‘8 . do . 

.  >9 . do . 

.  ‘10 . do . . 

332  *  8  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (San 

Juan  County,  N.  Mex.). 

.  *9 . do . 

.  » 10 . do . . . 

.  ‘11 . do . 

334  •  8  El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.  (Blanco 

Field,  San  Juan  County,  N. 
Mex.). 

.  *9 . do . 

.  » 10 . do . 

.  ‘  11 . do . 

3^  »  9  El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.  (Blanco 

Field  ttirough  Pictured  Cliffs, 
San  Juan  Coiuity,  N.  Mex.).' 

.  *10 . do . 

.  » 11 . do . 

.  <12 . do . 

339  «  9  El  Paso  Nalur.d  Qas  Co.  (Angels 

Peak  Field,  San  Juan  County, 
N.  Mex.). 

.  *10 . do . 

.  »11 . do . 

.  ‘  12 _ do . . . 

340  •  8  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Blanco 

Field,  through  Pictured  Cliffs, 
San  Juan  County,  N.  Mex.). 

.  ‘9 . do . 

.  «10 . do . 

.  ‘11 . do . 

345  »  6 . do . 

.  ‘7 . do . 

389  »5 . do . 

.  «6 . do . 

406  *  2  El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.  (Blanco 

Field  (Dakota),  San  Juan 
County,  N.  Mex.). 


00  . 

245  7-  8-74 


100 


7-  8-74 


102 

(») 

4,072 


(•) 


7-  8-74 


8,243  . 

4,1.58 . 

6,353  . 

1,335  7-  8-74 


(*)  . 

1,363  . . 

(•)  . 

153  7-  8-74 


156 . 

m  . 

82  7-  8-74 


(*) 

84 

(•) 

2,769 


7-  8-74 


2, 827  . 

(»)  . 

501  7-  8  -74 


355  . 

.511 . 

362  . 

97  7-  8-74 


92 


99 


93 

231 

(*) 


118 

120 

69 


7-  8-74 

’7-T74' 

7-'8-74' 


Date 

suspended 

until— 


.  Rate  In 

Cents  per  Mcl*  effect 

— - —  subject  to 

Rate  in  Proposed  refund  in 
effect  Increased  rate  dockets 
Noe. 


8-30-74 

28.5 

•  28. 8117 

RI74-178. 

X‘) 

26. 1797 

•23  4475 

7-  9-74 

230 

‘23  3063 

Rr72-245. 

8-28-74 

26.7251 

‘26.9985 

RI74-178. 

8-28-74 

235 

‘  23  8117 

RI74-178. 

(‘) 

26. 1797 

•  26. 4475 

7-  9-74 

28.0 

‘28.3063 

RI72-246. 

8-28-74 

26.7251 

‘23  9985 

RI74-178. 

8-28-74 

235 

‘23  8117 

RI74-178. 

(*) 

26.1797 

•  26. 4475 

7-  9-74 

28.0 

‘28.3063 

RI72-215. 

8-30-74 

26.7251 

‘26.9985 

RI74-178. 

8-30-74 

28.5 

‘23  8117 

RI74-178. 

(*) 

26.1797 

•  26. 4475 

7-  9-74 

230 

‘28.3063 

RI72-245. 

8-28-74 

26.7251 

‘23  9985 

Rn4-178. 

8-28-74 

235 

‘23  8117 

RI74-178. 

(') 

26.1797 

•23  4475 

7-  9-74 

230 

‘23  3063 

Rm-248. 

8-30-74 

26.7261 

‘23  9985 

RI74-m. 

8-30-74 

235 

‘23  8117 

Rr74-178. 

(>) 

26.1797 

‘23  4475 

7-  9-74 

230 

‘28.3063 

RI72-a48. 

8-28-74 

26.7251 

‘26.9985 

R174-178. 

8-28-74 

235 

‘23  8117 

RI74-178. 

(‘) 

231797 

‘  26. 4475 

7-  9-74 

230 

•23  3063 

RI72-248. 

8-30-74 

26.7251 

‘26.9985 

Rn4-178. 

8-30-74 

28.5 

‘23  8117 

RI74-178. 

(‘) 

26. 1797 

•  26. 4475 

7-  9-74 

28.0 

‘28.3063 

RI72-248. 

8-28-74 

26.7251 

‘26.9985 

RI74-178. 

8  28-  74 

28.5 

‘ 23  8117 

R 174-178. 

(‘) 

26.1797 

•  26. 4475 

7-  9-74 

28.0 

•28.3063 

RI72-243 

8-30-74 

23  7251 

•23  9985 

RI74-173 

8-30-74 

28.5 

•  28. 8117 

RI74-173 

7-  9-74 

215 

‘21  7680 

RI74-173 

7-  9-74 

235 

»  23  8117 

KI71-173 

(') 

26.1797 

•26.44754 

8-80-74 

28.7261 

‘26.9986 

RI74-178. 

7-  1-74 

28.5 

‘  28. 8117 

RI74-178. 

‘  Subject  to  Btu  adjustment  up  and  down  from  1,000  Btu. 

•  Subject  to  Btu  adjustment  up  from  1,050  Btu  and  down  from  1,000  Btu. 
^  For  sales  under  Supplement  Nos.  8, 10,  and  13. 

*  Does  not  apply  to  acreage  under  Supplement  Nos.  6  and  8. 


*Pres8iu«  base  is  15.025. 

•  Accepted  to  bo  effective  as  of  date  set  forth  in  the  “Date  Filing  Tendered”  column. 

•  No  current  production. 

•  For  welLs  completed  prior  to  June  1,  1970. 

‘  For  wells  completed  on  or  after  June  1,  1970. 


Some  of  the  proposed  tax  Increases  re¬ 
lating  to  the  recent  increase  in  the  New 
Mexico  severance  tax  are  increases  from  un¬ 
derlying  rates  that  do  not  exceed  the  celling 
rates  under  Opinion  No.  658  or  Order  No. 
435,  as  applicable.  These  Increases  are  ac¬ 
cepted  as  of  the  date  of  filing. 

The  tax  increase  under  Continental’s  FPC 
Oas  Rate  Schedule  No.  406  is  accepted  as 
of  July  1, 1974,  because  the  sale  comes  within 
the  provisions  of  Opinion  No.  699. 

The  other  tax  increases  are  increases  from 
underlying  rates  which  are  either  under  sus¬ 
pension  or  are  being  collected  subject  to  re¬ 
fund.  These  increases  are  suspended  for  one 
day  from  the  date  of  filing  or  until  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  the  susjienslon  period  for  the 
underlying  rate,  whichever  is  later.  In  the 
same  suspension  proceeding  involving  the 
underlying  rate. 

In  regard  to  any  sale  of  natural  gas  for 
which  the  proposed  increased  rate  is  filed 
under  the  provisions  of  Opinion  No.  699,  is¬ 
sued  June  21,  1974,  in  Docket  No.  B-S89-B, 
no  part  of  the  proposed  rate  Increase  above 
the  prior  applicable  area  ceiling  rate  may  be 
made  effective  until  the  seller  submits  a 


statement  m  writing  demonstrating  that 
Opinion  No.  699  is  applicable  to  the  particu¬ 
lar  increased  rate  filing,  in  whole  or  in  part. 
The  proposed  increased  rates  for  which  such 
support  shall  have  been  satisfactorily  dem¬ 
onstrated  prior  to  September  23,  1974,  will 
be  made  effective  as  of  June  21,  1974. 

[FR  Doc  74-18597  Filed  &-14^74:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  E-8621  etc.] 

ARIZONA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO. 

Rate  Change  Filings 

August  9,  1974. 

The  Commission,  by  order  Issued 
July  15, 1974,  in  ttie  above-docketed  pro¬ 
ceeding,  accepted  certain  initial  rate  fil¬ 
ings  of  Arizona  Public  Service  Company 
(APS)  (Dockets  Nos.  E-8621,  E-8023, 
E-7904,  E-8004,  E-8688,  E-8689,  E-8767, 
E-8779,  E-7907,  E-8019,  E-8620,  E-7905) 
and  rejected  certain  other  proposed  rate 
change  filings.  Appendix  B  enumerates 


those  rate  change  filings  of  APS  wdilch 
the  Commission  ordered  rejected.  Among 
those  rate  changes  listed  in  Appendix  B 
was  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  57  which  was 
filed  in  Docket  No.  E-8689  with  Arizona 
Electric  Power  Cooperative  (AEPCO). 

We  note,  however,  that  Rate  Schedule 
FPC  No.  57  was  included  in  Appendix  B 
solely  through  inadvertence,  liie  clear 
Intent  of  the  language  in  the  body  of  the 
Commission’s  July  15,  1974  order  was  to 
accept  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  57  for 
filing  to  become  effective  as  of  June  1, 
1973.  Accordingly,  we  shall  delete  from 
Appendix  B  reference  to  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  FPC  No.  57. 

The  Commission  finds:  Good  cause 
exists  to  amend  the  Commission’s  July  15, 
1974  order  by  deleting  reference  to  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  57  in  Appendix  B. 

The  Commission  orders:  Reference  to 
Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  57  is  hereby  de¬ 
leted  from  Appendix  B  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  July  15,  1974  order. 
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By  the  Commlssloii. 

[SKAI.]  KENMZTH  F.  PLUXB, 

Secret^. 

(VB  Doe.74-18833  Fltod  8-14-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-esee] 

CEmitAL  HUDSON  GAS  &  ELECTRIC 
CORP. 

Filing  of  Rate  Change  to  New  York  Power 
Pool  Agreement 

August  9, 1974, 

In  the  matter  of  Central  Hudson  Gas  & 
Electric  Corp.,  Consolidated  Edison  Com¬ 
pany  of  New  York,  Inc.,  Long  Island 
Lighting  Co.,  New  York  State  Electric  & 
Gas  Corp.,  Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corp„ 
Orange  and  Rockland  Utilities,  Inc., 
Rochester  Gas  and  Electric  Corp.,  Power 
Authority  of  the  State  of  New  York. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  19, 1974,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Executive  Committee 
of  the  New  York  Power  Pool  filed  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  above  listed  organizations  a 
revised  Schedule  C-2,  “Intervening  Party 
Transmission  Facility  Charge”  (the 
“Schedule”)  to  the  New  York  Power  Pool 
Agreement  dated  February  1,  1974  (the 
“Agreement”),  The  Agreement  Is  pres¬ 
ently  before  the  Commission  In  Docket 
No.  E-8778.  The  Schedule  supersedes  and 
replaces  the  Schedule  C-2  now  In  effect 
and  part  of  the  Agreement.  The  proposed 
changes  In  the  Schedule  would  change 
the  basis  upon  which  Intervening  Party 
charges  (as  defined  In  the  Agreement) 
are  computed.  The  filing  proposes  that 
the  Schedule  become  effective  as  of 
12:01  ajn.  April  28, 1974. 

The  reasons  for  the  proposed  changes 
In  the  Schedule  are  that,  owing  prin¬ 
cipally  to  rapid  fluctuations  In  fuel 
prices,  the  energy  charges  associated 
with  sales  Schedules  C-1  and  C-3  of  the 
Agreement  have  also  fluctuated.  It  has 
been  concluded  that  a  fixed  rate  for  the 
service  under  the  Schedule  Is  preferable 
to  a  percentage  adder.  The  rates  for  the 
services  outlined  in  paragraphs  1,  2,  and 
3  of  the  Schedule  are  one-half  of  those 
in  paragraphs  4  and  5,  because  of. the 
lesser  portion  of  the  overall  transmission 
facilities  used  to  supply  such  services. 
The  new  rates  were  negotiated  by  the 
members  of  the  Pool  through  arms- 
l«igth  bagainlng. 

The  Schedule  has  been  adopted  by  all 
parties  to  the  Agreement.  Copies  of  the 
schedule  have  been  mailed  to  ea^  party 
at  Its  principal  place  of  business. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  In 
accordance  with  S§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedme  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10),  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  Augxist  23,  1974.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  In 
determining  the  s4)proprlate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  wUl  not  serve  to  make  pro- 
t^tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 


me  a  petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  me  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secrete^, 

[TB  Doo.74-18820  PUed  8-14-74;8:46  sm] 


[Docket  NO.  B-8862] 

THE  CONNECTICUT  LIGHT  AND  POWER 
CO. 

Rate  Schedule  Changes 

August  9, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  The  Connecticut 
Light  and  Power  Company  (CTj&P)  on 
August  2,  1974,  tendered  for  filing  pro¬ 
posed  changes  In  Its  rate  schedule  desig¬ 
nated  FPC  Rate  1.  The  proposed  changes 
woiild,  effective  September  1,  1974,  In¬ 
crease  revenues  from  Jurisdictional  sales 
and  service  by  $1,084,000  based  on  the  12 
month  period  ending  December  31,  1974. 
In  addition,  C7L&P  proposes  to  make  mod¬ 
ifications  In  the  rate  form,  fuel  adjust¬ 
ment  clause  formula  and  certain  other 
provisions  relating  to  service  to  its  whole¬ 
sale  customers. 

Applicant  states  that  the  Increased 
rates  are  proposed  In  order  to  provide 
CL&P  with  Increased  revenues  in  order 
to  permit  It  to  earn  a  higher  return  upon 
Ite  property  devoted  to  service  of  Its 
wholes^e  customers.  CTj&P  cites.  Inter 
alia,  increased  taxes,  high  interest  rates 
and  rising  labor  and  material  costs  in 
support  of  this  rate  increase. 

CoiJies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
CTL&P’s  jurisdictional  customers  and  the 
State  of  Connecticut  Public  Utilities 
Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  m 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CTR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  23,  1974.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  Expropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18828  FUed  8jl4-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  B^-88481 
CONSUMERS  POWER  CO. 

Increase  in  CanacKy 

August  9, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  Ck)nsumers  Power 
Company  (Consumers)  on  June  13,  1974 
tendered  for  filing  a  letter,  dated  Feb¬ 
ruary  1,  1974,  from  Consumers  to  Al- 
p«ia  Power  Company  (Alpena) .  The  let¬ 
ter  Increases,  as  of  April  1,  1974,  the 
capacity  reservation  from  50,000  kVA  to 


60,000  kVA  In  the  existing  wholesale 
rate  contract,  dated  June  27,  1966  (des¬ 
ignated  as  Consiuners  Rate  Schedule 
FPC  No.  13),  as  amended,  between  Con¬ 
sumers  and  Alpena.  The  February  1  let¬ 
ter  supersedes  and  cancels  Consumers’ 
previous  letter  between  the  parties  dated 
January  9,  1974.  Consumers  requests 
waiver  of  notice  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations,  §  35.3,  to  per¬ 
mit  the  Increase  In  capacity  reservation 
to  become  effective  as  of  April  1, 1974. 

(No  proposed  notice  of  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register,  pursuant  to  §  35.8 
(a)  of  the  Commission’s  regulations 
under  the  Federal  Power  Act,  is  included 
In  the  filling.) 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  In 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  23,  1974.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  In  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Protes¬ 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.74-18819  Filed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


[Project  No.  2503] 

DUKE  POWER  CO. 

Application  for  Change  in  Land  Rights 
August  9, 1974. 

Public  notice  Is  hereby  given  that  ap¬ 
plication  was  filed  March  4,  1974,  sup¬ 
plemented  May  28,  1974,  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  (16  U.S.C.  791a-825r)  by 
the  Duke  Power  Company  (Correspond¬ 
ence  to:  George  W.  Ferguson,  Jr.,  Asso¬ 
ciate  General  Counsel,  Duke  Power  Com¬ 
pany,  Post  OfSce  Box  2178,  Charlotte, 
North  Carolina  28242)  for  a  change  In 
land  rights  for  partially  constructed 
Project  No.  2503,  taown  as  the  Keowee- 
Toxaway  Project,  located  on  the  Keo- 
wee.  Little,  Whitewater,  Toxaway, 
Thompson,  and  Horsepasture  Rivers,  all 
tributiuy  to  the  Savaiuiah  River,  a  nav¬ 
igable  waterway  of  the  United  States,  in 
Oconee  and  Pickens  Counties,  South 
Carolina  and  Transylvania  County, 
North  Carolina. 

Applicant  seeks  Commission  approval 
of  an  agreement  which  would  permit  the 
construction  of  a  sewer  line  and  the 
discharge  of  the  treated  sewage  effluent 
Into  Lake  Keowee. 

The  agreement  would  be  between  the 
Applicant  and  Lake  Keowee  Development 
Corporation  for  the  purpose  of  provid¬ 
ing  sewer  service  to  a  new  residential 
subdivision  being  developed  by  the  Cor- 
poratlMi  on  the  shores  of  Lake  Keowee. 

The  proposed  sewer  line  would  occupy 
a  permanent  4  foot  right-of-way  on  the 
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Little  River  arm  of  Lake  Keowee  in 
Oconee  County,  South  Carolina.  A  tem¬ 
porary  easement  extending  20  feet  to 
either  side  of  the  permanent  4  foot  right- 
of-way  would  be  granted  for  construction 
purposes  and  for  future  repairs  or  main¬ 
tenance. 

The  pi-oposed  sewer  line  and  outfall 
would  extend  425  feet  inside  the  project 
boundary  which  is  contour  elevation  804 
feet  m.s.l.  at  this  location.  The  sewage 
treatment  facilities  would  be  located  out¬ 
side  the  project  boundary. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  protest  with  reference  to  said  ap¬ 
plication  diould  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  16,  1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CPR  1.8  and  1.10).  All  pro¬ 
tests  filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
In  any  hearing  therein  must  file  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules.  The  application  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Ooc  74-18830  Piled  8-14-74:8:45  am) 


(Docket  Nos.  CP74-47  and  RP74-57.  etc.] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Collection  of  Costs  Subject  to  Refund 
August  12,  1974. 

On  July  22,  1974,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas 
Company  (El  Paso)  filed  with  this  Com¬ 
mission  an  Application  for  rehearing  of 
oiu*  orders  of  June  21, 1974  at  Docket  No. 
CP74-47  ‘  and  July  9, 1974  at  Docket  Nos. 
RP74-57,  et  al..^  El  Paso  alleges  that  re¬ 
hearing  mast  be  granted  because;  (1) 
The  Commission  erred  by  unlawfully  de¬ 
nying  El  Paso  the  opportunity  to  recover 
through  its  rates  the  cost  of  service  at¬ 
tributable  to  facilities  dedicated  to  and 
used  and  useful  in  providing  natural  gas 
service  to  high  priority  users  on  El  Paso’s 
Interstate  system  and  (2)  ’Ihrough  issu¬ 
ance  of  an  order  in  section  7  certificate 
proceeding,  and  without  notice  or  hear¬ 
ing  as  required  by  law,  the  Commission 
erred  by  unlawfully  prejudging  the  mer¬ 
its  of  an  item  of  cost  in  El  Paso’s  Section 
4  rate  proceeding.- 

It  appears  from  the  records  in  these 
proceedings  that  on  August  20,  1973,  El 


’  Order  Granting  Intervention,  Granting 
Temporary  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
and  Necessity,  Establishing  Procedural  Dates 
and  Fixing  Date  for  Formal  Hearing,  Docket 
No.  CP74-47,  issued  June  21,  1974. 

‘Order  Accepting  Tendered  TaWff  Sheets 
for  Piling  and  Placing  Suspended  Rates  Into 
Effect,  Docket  Nos.  RP74-57  et  al.,  issued 
July  9, 1974. 

*  Application  of  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  for  Rehearing  of  Commission  Orders, 
Docket  Nos  CP74-47  and  RP74-57  et  al.,  p.  4. 


NOTICES 

Paso  filed  at  Docket  No.  CP74-47  an  ap¬ 
plication  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  construction  and  operation  of 
approximately  20.2  miles  of  field  trans¬ 
mission  pipeline  to  facilitate  delivery  of 
additional  supplies  of  natural  gas  to  El 
Paso’s  interstate  transmission  system. 
On  September  28, 1973,  El  Paso  requested 
that  a  temporary  certificate  be  issued 
under  §  157.17  of  our  regulations  to  alle¬ 
viate  a  supply  deficiency  that  might  re¬ 
sult,  in  the  curtailment  of  high  priority 
customers.  El  Paso  notified  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  November  16,  1973  that  it  began 
construction  of  the  proposed  pipeline 
facilities  on  November  8,  1973,  pursuant 
to  §  157.22(a)  of  the  Commission’s  reg¬ 
ulations,  and  that  construction  was  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  completed  in  45  days,  at 
which  time  operations  were  to  begin  on 
an  emergency  basis.  EH  Paso  has  since 
advised  the  Commission  that  it  com¬ 
menced  operating  the  pipeline  on  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1974. 

On  January  10,  1974,  El  Paso  filed  for 
a  major  rate  increase  of  Docket  No. 
RP74-57  in  which  the  jmisdictional  cost 
of  service  underlying  the  proposed  rates 
included  costs  and  expenses  associated 
with  the  imcertlficated  pipeline  facilities 
under  consideration  at  Docket  No.  CT*74- 
47.  This  Commission,  by  order  issued 
February  8,  1974,  suspended  the  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  the  proposed  rates  until 
July  10, 1974  and  directed  that  should  the 
uncertificated  facilities  not  be  certifi¬ 
cated  and  in  service  when  the  rates  be¬ 
come  effective,  El  Paso  wras  to  amend  its 
filing  to  eliminate  such  Items  from  Its 
filing  and  amend  the  appropriate  rate 
schedules  to  eliminate  such  costs.* 

On  June  21, 1974,  we  Issued  an  order  in 
Docket  No.  CT74-47  which  granted  El 
Paso  a  temporary  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  pursuant  to 
section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
§  157.17  of  the  Commission’s  regulations 
thereimder,  for  the  operation  of  the  sub¬ 
ject  facilities  and  established  hearing 
procedures.  On  July  9,  1974,  we  accepted 
El  Paso’s  proposed  tariff  sheets  for  filing 
at  Docket  Nos.  RP74-57  et  al.,  and  al¬ 
lowed  El  Paso  to  place  into  effect  rates 
which  did  not  refiect  the  cost  of  the  pipe¬ 
line  facilities  subject  to  proceedings  at 
Docket  No.  Cff»74-47. 

El  Paso  alleges  that  the  Commission 
has,  through  its  orders,  foreclosed  the 
company  from  collecting,  commencing 
July  10, 1974,  revenues  attributable  to  its 
cost  of  service  fpr  the  pipeline  facilities 
proposed  at  Docket  No.  CP74-47  which 
have  been  used  since  January  1, 1974  and 
which  have  been  certificated  on  a  tem¬ 
porary  basis  by  our  June  21  order.  While 
we  have  not  certificated  construction  of 
these  facilities  either  on  a  permanent  or 
temporary  basis,  there  does  exist  the 
possibility  that  El  Paso  would  lose  as 


*  Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspend¬ 
ing  Tendered  Tariff  Sheets,  Permitting  In¬ 
terventions,  Consolidating  Proceedings,  Pro¬ 
viding  for  Hearing  and  Establishing  Proce¬ 
dures,  Docket  Noe.  RP74-67,  et  al..  Issued 
February  8, 1974,  mimeo  p.  6. 


much  as  $294,941  *  in  annualized  cost  of 
service  revenues  should  we  deny  them 
the  opportunity  to  commence  collections 
effective  July  10,  1974,  and  subsequently 
find  that  El  Paso  acted  reasonably  in  the 
construction  and  use  of  these  facilities 
pursuant  to  the  emergency  provisions  of 
our  regulations.  We  shall,  therefore,  per¬ 
mit  El  Paso  to  file  revised  tariff  sheets 
refiectlng  the  cost  of  service  attributable 
to  the  subject  pipeline  facilities  pending 
the  outcome  of  proceedings  in  Docket 
No.  CP74-47.  Should  it  be  determined 
in  the  certificate  proceeding  that  El 
Paso  acted  improperly  in  constructing 
and  operating  these  facilities  prior  to 
Commission  approval,  w'e  shall  require 
El  Paso  to  adjust  its  rates  effective  July 
10,  1974,  in  Docket  No.  RP74-57  to  re¬ 
fiect  removal  of  the  costs  attributaWe 
to  the  construction  and  operation  of 
such  facilities  and  to  reflect  the  corre¬ 
sponding  adjustments  to  sales,  revenues 
and  allocation  factors  made  necessary  by 
non  certification. 

Since  we  are  allowing  El  Paso  to  col¬ 
lect  the  revenues  applied  for  in  Docket 
No.  RP74-57  pending  decision  on  the 
merits  of  its  expenditures  in  Docket  No. 
CP74-47,  we  believe  that  El  Paso’s  second 
specification  of  error,  that  this  Com¬ 
mission  erred  by  imlawfuUy  prejudging 
the  merits  of  an  item  of  cost,  has  been 
remedied  and  rendered  moot. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  The  ap¬ 
plication  of  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  for  rehearing  of  C(xnmission  orders, 
issued  June  21,  1974  and  July  9,  1974  at 
Docket  Nos.  CP74-47  and  RP74-57,  et  al., 
respectively  should  be  granted  subject  to 
the  terms  and  ccmditions  of  this  onler. 

(2)  El  Paso  should  be  permitted  to 
collect  revenues  proposed  in  Docket  No. 
RP74-57,  effective  July  10,  1974,  relating 
to  such  facilities  for  which  El  Paso  has 
made  application  for  Commission  certi¬ 
fication  in  Docket  No.  CP74-47  subject  to 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  this  order. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  'The  Ap¬ 
plication  of  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  for  Rehearing  of  Commission 
orders  in  these  dockets  is  hereby  granted. 

(B)  El  Paso  is  directed  to  file  in  Docket 
No.  RP74-57,  within  fifteen  (15)  days  of 
the  issuance  of  this  order,  substitute 
tariff  sheets  reflecting  rates  which  in¬ 
clude  the  costs  of  the  facilities  for  which 
El  Paso  has  requested  certification  in 
Docket  No.  CP74-47  to  be  effective  as 
of  July  10,  1974,  subject  to  adjustment 
and  refimd  to  reflect  removal  of  the 
costs  attributable  to  the  construction 
and  operation  of  such  facilities  and  to 
reflect  the  corresponding  adjustments  to 
sales,  revenues  and  allocation  factors 
necessary  should  the  facilities  not  be 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publicaiton  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Ckimmission. 

(seal!  Kenneth  P.  Plumb,' 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.74-18818  Filed  6-14-74:8:45  am] 


•  El  Paso's  estimate. 
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[Docket  Nos.  RP74-19,  RP69-2,  RP70  25. 

BP71-27,  RP71-28.  and  RP72-1441 

FLORIDA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Changing  Date  of  Prehearing  Conference 

August  9.  1974. 

On  August  5.  1974,  a  notice  was  issued 
fixing  a  prehearing  conference  for  Au¬ 
gust  20.  1974,  In  the  above-designated 
matter.  Due  to  a  calendar  conflict  of  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge,  it  is  necessary 
to  change  the  prehearing  date  as  sched¬ 
uled. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  prehearing  is  changed  to 
Monday,  August  19,  1974,  at  10  a.m. 
(e.d.t.). 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18837  Piled  8-14^-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP74-861 

GULF  ENERGY  AND  DEVELOPMENT  CORP. 

Further  Extension  of  Time  and 
Postponement  of  Hearing 

August  9, 1974. 

On  July  31,  1974,  Staff  Counsel  filed  a 
motion  for  a  furUier  extension  of  the 
procedural  dates  fixed  by  notice  issued 
June  24,  1974  in  the  above-designated 
matter.  The  motion  states  that  there  was 
no  opposition  by  any  of  the  parties  to  the 
request. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  further  modified  as 
follows:  . 

Service  of  evidence  by  Staff,  August  30,  1974. 
Service  of  evidence  by  Intervener,  September 
11.  1974. 

Service  of  Company  Rebuttal,  September  30, 

1974. 

Hearing,  October  15,  1974  (10  a.m.  e.d.t.). 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-18840  Piled  8-14r-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-88431. 

HOLYOKE  WATER  POWER  CO.  AND 
HOLYOKE  POWER  AND  ELECTRiC  CO. 

Proposed  Rate  Schedules 

August  9, 1974. 

On  June  11,  1974,  Holyoke  Water 
Power  Company  (HWP)  tendered  for  fil¬ 
ing  proposed  supplement  No.  1  to  supple¬ 
ment  No.  4  to  its  electric  service  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  City  of  Chicopee,  Massa¬ 
chusetts.  (FPC  rate  schedule  No.  5) 
HWP  also  tendered  for  filing  on  behalf 
of  Holyoke  Power  and  Electric  Company 
(HP&E)  proposed  supplement  No.  1  to 
supplement  No.  4  to  an  electric  service 
agreement  between  HP&E  and  the  Town 
of  South  Hadley,  Massachusetts.  (FPC 
rate  schedule  No.  4)'  HWP  states  that 
based  on  a  1974  test  year  period  the  pro¬ 
posed  rate  increase  would  generate  addi¬ 
tional  revenue  for  both  companies  total¬ 
ing  $3,811,000  ($2,809,000  for  HWP  and 


^HP&E  Is  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary  of 
HWP  and  the  two  companies’  operations  are 
Integrated. 


$1,002,000  for  HP&E)  and  would  result 
in  a  rate  of  return  of  8.26  percent. 

According  to  HWP,  the  additional 
revenue  is  needed  because  of:  (1)  In¬ 
creased  costs  due  to  inflation;  (2)  the 
need  to  finance  a  large  construction  pro¬ 
gram;  (3)  the  measures  taken  to  cope 
with  the  oil  shortage  and  the  energy 
crisis  which  have  caused  a  substantial 
reduction  in  electric  sales  and  revenues; 
(4)  increased  business  risk  due  to  the 
fact  that  two  municipal  customers,  who 
supply  40  percent  of  HWP’s  total  reve¬ 
nues,  have  switched  in  the  past  two  years 
from  full  requirements  customers  to  par¬ 
tial  requirements  customers;  (5)  in¬ 
creased  business  risk  resulting  fnxn  the 
fact  that  HWP  has  few  retail  customers 
and  is  limited  in  its  ability  to  attract  new 
customers;  and  (6)  environmental  fac¬ 
tors,  such  as  the  need  for  additional  pol¬ 
lution  equipment,  that  have  forced  elec¬ 
tric  utilities  to  spend  and  budget  large 
amounts  of  money  that  provide  no  addi¬ 
tional  revenue  or  expensive  savings. 
HWP  asserts  that  the  present  rates  will 
result  in  a  negative  return  of  15.45  per¬ 
cent  on  the  net  investment  allocable  to 
the  wholesale  business. 

Notice  of  the  proposed  increase  was 
issued  on  Jime  19,  1974,  with  protests 
or  petitions  to  intervene  due  on  or  before 
June  28, 1974.  On  June  28, 1974,  a  timely 
petition  to  intervene  was  filed  by  the  City 
of  Chicopee  and  the  Town  of  South  Had¬ 
ley  (Customers) .  On  July  1,  1974,  an  un¬ 
timely  petition  to  intervene  was  filed  by 
Congressman  Edward  P.  Boland,  a  Rep¬ 
resentative  from  the  second  (Congres¬ 
sional  District  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Massachusetts. 

The  Customers  allege;  (1)  the  pro¬ 
posed  rate  Increase  is  barred  by  the 
Mobile-Sierra  doctrine®;  (2)  certain  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  two  agreements  as  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended  are  anticompeti¬ 
tive;  and  (3)  HWP  has  made  several 
errors  in  its  calculation  and  subsequent 
allocation  of  the  cost  of  service.  On 
July  10,  1974,  HWP  filed  a  response  to 
the  petition  to  intervene. 

The  agreements  with  South  Hadley 
and  Chicopee  are  for  fixed  terms,  until 
September  30,  1981,  and  November  30, 
1979,  respectively,  but  both  agreements 
also^contain  clauses  which  permit  a  imi- 
lateral  filing  with  the  appropriate  regu¬ 
latory  agency.  Thus,  although  the  con¬ 
tracts  are  fixed  term  contracts,  they  are 
not  fixed  rate  contracts,  since  each  con¬ 
tract  specifically  permits  unilateral 
changes  in  the  rates  within  the  term  of 
the  contract. 

Section  10  of  South  Hadley’s  contract 
with  HP&E  reads  as  follows: 

Either  party  to  this  conh'act  may,  during 
the  ninety  (90)  days  next  prior  to  October  1, 
1964  and  to  October  1  every  three  years  there¬ 
after  during  the  term  of  this  agreement 
(and  at  other  times  in  case  of  war  or  great 
calamity  or  exigency)  request  the  Massa¬ 
chusetts  Department  of  Public  Utilities,  or 
its  successors,  to  readjust  the  price  or  any 
of  the  terms  or  conditions  upon  which  elec- 


*  United  Gas  Pipeline  Company  v.  Mobile 
Service  Corporation,  350  U.S.  332  (1966);  and 
P.P.C.  V.  Sierra  Pacific  Power  Company,  360 
U.S.  348  (1966). 


trlcal  energy  is  sold  hereunder,  on  the  ground 
that  conditions  have  changed  materially 
since  the  date  of  this  contract  and  that  it 
works  a  substantial  hardship  on  the  party 
entering  the  complaint.  The  Department,  act¬ 
ing  as  arbitrator,  may  hear  the  parties  and 
may  readjust  the  price  of  terms  of  this  con¬ 
tract,  and  its  decision  shall  be  final  and 
binding  upon  such  parties  for  the  balance  of 
the  term  of  this  contract,  or  until  again  re¬ 
adjusted  as  herein  provided. 

South  Hadley  argues  that  the  proposed 
rate  increase  is  barred  by  the  above  lan¬ 
guage  because:  (1)  HP&E  did  not  submit 
its  request  for  a  readjustment  of  the  con¬ 
tractual  rates  to  the  Commission  within 
the  ninety  days  prior  to  October  1, 1973  ; 
(2)  since  HP&E  failed  to  meet  its  con¬ 
tractual  requirements,  it  is  prohibited  by 
the  contract  from  requesting  any  j’ate  in¬ 
crease  until  1976;  and  (3)  should  the 
Commission  determine  the  filing  was 
proper,  the  contractual  language  which 
requires  the  Commission  to  act  as  an  ar¬ 
bitrator  requires  that  a  final  decision 
must  be  issiied  before  the  rates  could  be¬ 
come  effective. 

In  its  response  to  the  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  HP&E  argues:  (1)  proper  notice 
was  given  to  South  Hadley  on  Septem¬ 
ber  24,  1973;  (2)  the  notice  also  con¬ 
tained  a  request  for  an  extension  of  the 
filing  period  to  which  no  response  was 
received,  but  South  Hadley  by  its  con¬ 
duct  gave  its  assent  to  the  extension;  (3) 
South  Hadley  is  placing  \mdue  em¬ 
phasis  on  satisfying  what  is  technical 
language  without  considering  the  Intent 
of  the  contract;  (4)  the  negative  return 
now  being  earned  on  HP&E’s  wholesale- 
sales  constitutes  an  exigency  as  emm- 
ciated  in  the  contract  which  would  per¬ 
mit  a  imilateral  filing  at  any  time;  (5) 
South  Hadley’s  Interpretation  of  the  con¬ 
tract  would  apparently  require  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  act  as  an  arbitrator  which  is 
a  role  the  Commission  cannot  carry  out 
imder  the  Federal  Power  Act;  and  (6) 
the  Commission  should  examine  state  law 
at  the  time  the  contract  was  formulated 
to  determine  whether  HP&E  and  South 
Hadley  contemplated  a  filing  procedure 
similar  to  that  under  section  205  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act. 

We  disagree  with  HP&E’s  assertion 
that  the  notice  sent  to  South  Hadley  on 
September  24,  1973,  was  suflacient  to 
satisfy  the  requirements  of  Section  10  of 
the  South  Hadley  contract.  Section  10 
requires  that  a  request  for  an  increase 
in  the  contract  rate  or  other  contract 
modification  be  made  to  the  state  agency 
or  its  successors  during,  “the  ninety  (90) 
days  next  prior  to  October  1,  1964  and 
to  October  1  every  three  years  thereafter, 
diiring  the  term  of  this  agreement.” 
HP&E  did  not  file  a  rate  increase  with 
this  Commission  within  the  time  frame 
specified  in  section  10.  Accordingly,  we 
find  that  the  notice  sent  to  South  Hadley 
is  insufiftcient  to  fulfill  the  filing  require¬ 
ments  of  section  10  of  the  South  Hadley 
contract. 

With  regard  to  the  Company’s  as¬ 
sertion  that  an  alleged  negative  return 
of  15.45  percent  constitutes  an  “exi¬ 
gency”  within  the  meaning  of  section  10, 
we  note  that  section  10  contemplates  in 
every  filing  pursuant  thereto  that  the 
party  seeking  change  or  modification  be 
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able  to  show  that,  **condltl<xi8  have 
changed  materially  since  the  date  of  this 
contract  and  that  it  works  a  substantial 
hardship  on  the  party  entering  the  com¬ 
plaint.”  Therefore,  the  context,  “(and  at 
other  times  In  case  of  war  or  great  ca¬ 
lamity  or  exigency)”.  In  which  the  term 
“exigency"  appears  in  section  10  re¬ 
quires  more  than  a  showing  of  mate¬ 
rial  change  and  substantial  hardship. 

As  to  South  Hadley’s  assertion  that 
the  Commission  must  act  as  an  arbitra¬ 
tor  and  grant  prospective  relief  only, 
we  must  determine  the  intent  of  the 
parties  in  light  of  state  law  at  the  time 
the  contract  was  executed.  Section  94  of 
Chapter  164  of  the  Msissachusetts  Gen¬ 
eral  Laws  required  in  1961  that  a  filing, 
“shall  not  become  effective  until  the 
first  day  of  the  month  next  after  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  fourteen  days  from  the  filing 
thereof,"  and  that  the  state  agency  had 
the  authority  to,  “suspend  the  taking  fe- 
fect  thereof,  from  time  to  time,  but  not 
for  a  period  longer  than  ten  months  be¬ 
yond  the  time  when  such  rate,  price  or 
charge  would  otherwise  become  effec¬ 
tive.”  Our  reading  of  the  statute  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  Massachusetts  Commis¬ 
sion  was  authorized  to  act  as  a 
quasi  judicial  body  much  like  this  Com¬ 
mission  in  reviewing  rate  increases  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  205  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act.  Accordingly,  we  cannot  accept  the 
argument  of  South  Hadley  that  this 
language  requires  the  Commission  to  act 
as  an  arbitrator  and  permit  prospective 
relief  only. 

After  a  thorough  review  of  the  South 
Hadley  contract  we  conclude  that  while 
the  parties  did  in  fact  contemplate  a 
unilateral  filing  procedure  similar  to  sec¬ 
tion  205  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  never¬ 
theless,  such  filing  is  contractually 
barred  in  this  case  since  HP&E  did  not 
file  its  rate  increase  request  within  the 
time  span  specified  in  section  10.  Since 
such  filing  was  not  made,  a  unilateral 
filing  could  be  made  only  in  times  of 
war,  great  calamity,  or  exigency.  Accord¬ 
ingly  for  the  above  stated  reasons,  we 
find  that  no  “exigency”  exists  within  the 
meaning  of  section  10  and  that  HWP’s 
filing  on  behalf  of  HP&E  must  be 
rejected. 

We  turn  now  to  section  10  of  the  con¬ 
tract  between  Chicopee  and  HWP  which 
reads  as  follows: 

The  Rates  payable  by  the  consumer  here¬ 
under  may  be  revised  as  provided  In  this 
Article  at  three  (3)  year  Intervals  on  the 
anniversary  date  of  thts  agreement.  Either 
party  desiring  such  revision  of  rates  In  any 
such  year  shall  give  written  notice  of  such 
desire  to  the  other  party  during  the  month 
of  August  or  September,  in  such  year  and, 
unless  the  parties  shall  reach  an  agreement 
upon  the  matter  within  two  (2)  weeks  after 
giving  such  notice,  the  matter  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  for  decision  to  the  Massachusetts  De¬ 
partment  of  Public  Utilities  or  such  other 
department,  board,  or  commission  as  shall 
have  the  general  powers  of  said  department 
with  reference  to  the  supervision  and  control 
of  electric  companies. 

The  decision  of  said  department,  board,  or 
commission  upon  rate  revision  as  above  pro¬ 
vided  shall  be  binding  upon  parties  and 
shall  take  effect  on  the  first  day  of  the  month 
foUowlng  such  decision  and  shaU  remain  In 


force  thereafter  during  the  remainder  of  the 
term  of  this  AOREEMENT,  or  untU  another 
revision  Is  made  in  a  subsequent  year  In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this 
Article.* 

Chicopee  avers  that  the  proposed  rate 
Increase  is  invalid  because:  (1)  the 
notice  was  not  adequate;  (2)  after  giv¬ 
ing  notice,  the  Company  did  not  make  a 
good  faith  attempt  to  reach  an  agree¬ 
ment  with  Chicoiiee;  (3)  section  10 
stipulates  that  the  rates  can  be  revised 
only  at  three  year  intervals  on  the  an¬ 
niversary  date  of  the  agreement  which 
would  mean  the  proposed  revision  must 
have  an  effective  date  no  later  than 
December  1,  1973,  and  since  the  Com¬ 
mission  cannot  order  a  retroactive  rate 
increase,  the  proposed  increase  should 
be  rejected;  and  (4)  even  if  HWP  did 
properly  cOTiply  with  the  requisite  notice 
procedure,  section  10  also  requires  that 
any  proposed  revision  in  rat^  be  sub¬ 
mitted  for  decision  which  would  require 
a  section  206  investigation  Instead  of  a 
section  205  proceeding. 

HWP  in  its  response  to  the  petition 
to  intervene  argued;  (1)  adequate  notice 
was  given  on  September  24,  1973;  (2)  if 
the  parties  could  have  foreseen  the  sub¬ 
sequent  regulatory  changes,  they  would 
have  permitted  a  section  205  filing;  and 
(3)  toe  provision  requiring  that  any 
proposed  revision  should  be  effective 
only  on  the  first  day  of  the  month  fol¬ 
lowing  a  decision  was  predicated  on  toe 
state  law  that  existed  when  toe  contract 
was  formulated,  and  said  language  was 
rendered  unnecessary  and  was  nullified 
when  the  Federal  Power  Commission  as¬ 
serted  its  jurisdiction. 

We  conclude  from  our  review  of  the 
Chicopee  contract  that  proper  notice  to 
the  other  party  must  be  given  during 
August  and  September  of  the  year  in 
which  the  contract  was  signed  and  at 
three  year  intervals  thereafter.  Having 
tendered  proper  notice  on  September  24, 
1973,  HWP  has  satisfied  the  hotlce  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  10  of  toe  Chicopee 
contract. 

Section  10  of  the  Chicopee  contract 
also  states  that  after  notice  is  tendered 
toe  parties  have  two  weeks  to  reach  an 
agreement,  and  if  an  agreement  is  not 
concluded  within  two  w'eeks,  the  matter 
shall  be  submitted  to  the  Massachusetts 
Department  of  Public  Utilities  or  its  suc¬ 
cessor.  A  fair  construction  of  the  above 
stated  contractual  language  indicates 
that  toe  parties  intended  that,  in  the 
event  an  agreement  is  not  concluded 
within  two  weeks  after  notice  is  tendered, 
a  unilateral  filing  could  be  made  to  the 
appropriate  agency. 

With  respect  to  HWP’s  argument  that 
the  language  in  the  Chicopee  contract 
that  permits  prospective  relief  only  was 
nullified  when  toe  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  asserted  its  Jurisdiction,  we  are 
compelled  as  a  matter  of  law  to  give  ef¬ 
fect  to  toe  expressed  intentions  of  the 
parties  as  evidenced  by  the  contractual 
language.  The  mere  assumption  by  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  of  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  this  sale  cannot  serve  to  con- 


•The  Agreement  Is  dated  December  1,  1964. 


travene  the  contractual  rights  and  obli¬ 
gations  here  involved. 

'Therefore,  we  find  a  proper  contrac¬ 
tual  basis  exists  for  toe  institution  of  a 
section  206  Investigation  and  the  com¬ 
pany,  at  toe  hearing  hereinafter  ordered, 
shall  have  toe  burden  of  establishing 
that  toe  proposed  rate  change  is  just  and 
reasonable.  The  burden  of  proof  described 
by  the  Supreme  Court  in  toe  Sierra  case, 
supra.,  note  2.  would  not  apply  to  this 
proceeding  because  the  contract  obvi¬ 
ously  contemplates  that  the  Commission 
may  order  a  change  in  rates  should  either 
party  unilaterally  make  a  timely  request 
for  such  change;  that  is,  the  rates  are 
not  fixed  for  the  term  of  the  contract, 
only  toe  manner  in  which  such  a  change 
may  be  effected  is  contractually  estab¬ 
lished.* 

’The  customers  also  allege  that  the 
proposed  rate  schedules  are  anticompeti¬ 
tive  for  the  following  reasons:  (1)  sec¬ 
tion  4  in  both  contracts  requires  the 
customers  to  purchase  all  of  their  power 
from  HWP  except  for  the  entitlements 
Chicopee  receives  from  two  nuclear 
units;  (2)  section  7  of  both  contracts  re¬ 
stricts  the  resale  of  power  purchased 
from  HWP;  (3)  the  rate  design  prevents 
the  customers  from  purchasing  power 
from  other  sources;  (4)  both  contracts 
have  a  100  percent  ratchet  which  re¬ 
stricts  toe  customer’s  efforts  to  obtain 
additional  base  load  power  resoimces; 
and  (5)  since  HWP  earns  a  smaller  re¬ 
turn  on  its  retail  sales  than  on  its  whole¬ 
sale  sales,  a  price  squeeze  has  occurred 
which  hinders  the  customer’s  attempts  to 
compete  for  the  retail  load. 

With  respect  to  the  allegations  of  toe 
customers  concerning  an  alleged  price 
squeeze,  the  Commission  must  utilize  a 
cost  plus  fair  return  standard  for  estab¬ 
lishing  just  and  reasonable  wholesale 
rates  and  does  not  have  the  authority 
under  the  Act  to  set  wholesale  rates  pred¬ 
icated  upon  retail  rates  over  which  we 
exercise  no  jurisdiction.*  Accordingly, 
oui  determinaticm  of  the  just  and  reason¬ 
able  wholesale  rate  in  this  proceeding 
shall  be  based  on  those  costs  properly 
allocable  thereto,  and  at  the  hearing 
hereinafter  ordered,  the  scope  of  the  In¬ 
quiry  into  the  antitrust  allegations 
raised  by  customers  shall  be  limited  to 
matters  other  than  the  alleged  price 
squeeze  issue. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  proper  in  the  public  Interest 
and  to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the 


‘  IndUna  and  Michigan  Electric  Company, 
Docket  No.  E-7740.  order  Issued  June  3,  1974. 

*See:  Florida  Power  and  Light  Company, 
Docket  No.  E-SOOS,  order  Issued  January  21, 
1974;  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company, 
Docket  No.  E-7777,  order  Issued  March  14, 
1974;  Louisiana  Power  and  Light  Company. 
Docket  No.  E-8615.  order  Issued  AprU  12, 
1974;  Wisconsin  Electric  Power  Company, 
Docket  No.  E-8619,  order  Issued  April  19, 
1974;  Southern  California  Edison  Company, 
Docket  No.  E-8570,  order  Issued  April  26, 
1974;  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  (Company, 
Docket  No.  E-7777,  order  Issued  May  15, 1974; 
Southern  California  Edison  Company,  Dock¬ 
et  No.  E-8570.  order  Issued  June  5,  1974;  and 
Western  Massachusetts  Electric  Company, 
Docket  No.  E-8798.  order  Issued  July  19, 1974. 
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Federal  Power  Act  that  the  Commission 
enter  into  an  investigation  tmder  section 
206  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  concerning 
the  Just  and  reasonableness  of  the  rates 
and  charges  contained  in  proposed  Sup¬ 
plement  No.  1  to  Supplement  No.  4  to 
PPC  Rate  Schedule  No.  5  for  service  to 
Chicopee. 

''(2)  Good  cause  exists  to  reject  pro¬ 
posed  Supplement  No.  1  to  Supplement 
No.  4  to  FPC  Rate  Schedule  No.  4  for 
service  to  South  Hadley. 

(3)  The  participation  of  the  above- 
named  intervenors  may  be  In  the  public 
interest,  however,  such  participation 
shall  be  limited  to  those  issues  other 
than  the  price  squeeze  issue. 

(4)  The  disposition  of  these  proce¬ 
dures  should  be  expedited  in  accordance 
with  the  procedures  set  forth  below. 

The  Commission  orders'.  (A)  HWP’s 
proijosed  Supplement  No.  1  to  Supple¬ 
ment  No.  4  to  PPC  Rate  Schedule  No.  4 
is  hereby  rejected. 

(B)  HWP’s  proposed  Supplement  No. 

1  to  Supplement  No.  4  to  FPC  Rate 
Schedule  No.  5  is  hereby  accepted  for 
filing  and  its  effective  date  deferred 
pending  Commission  review  of  the  just¬ 
ness  and  reasonableness  of  the  proposed 
rate. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  particularly  section 
206  thereof,  the  Commlssion”s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Federal  Power  Act  (18 
CJPR,  (Chapter  I) ,  a  public  hearing  shall 
be  held  ’commencing  on  January  21, 
1975,  at  10  a.m.,  e.d.t.,  in  a  hearing  room 
of  the  “Federal  Power  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  concerning  the  just  and 
reasonableness  of  the  rates  proposed  to 
be  charged  in  HWP’s  proposed  Supple¬ 
ment  No.  1  to  Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate 
Schedule  No.  5. 

(D)  On  or  before  December  5,  1974, 
the  Commission  Staff  shall  serve  its 
prepared  testimony  and  exhibits.  The 
prepared  testimony  and  exhibits  of  the 
intervenors  shall  be  served  on  or  before 
December  20,  1974.  Rebuttal  evidence  of 
HWP  shall  be  served  on  or  before  Jan¬ 
uary  9, 1976. 

(E)  The  Customers’  motion  to  reject 
the  proposed  rate  increase  is  hereby 
granted  as  to  Supplement  No.  1  to  Sup¬ 
plement  No.  4  to  PPC  Rate  Schedule  No. 
4  and  is  hereby  denied  as  to  Supplement 
No.  1  to  Supplement  No.  4  to  PPC  Rate 
Schedule  No.  5. 

(P)  The  above-named  petitioners  are 
hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding,  subject  to  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Commission:  Provided, 
however.  That  the  participation  of  such 
intervenors  shall  be  limited  to  matters 
affecting  rights  and  interests  specifically 
set  forth  in  their  respective  petitions  to 
intervene;  Provided,  That  at  the  hearing 
herein  ordered  the  scope  of  the  inquiry 
into  the  antitrust  allegations  raised  by 
customers  shall  be  limited  to  matters 
other  than  the  alleged  price  squeeze  is¬ 
sue;  and  Provided,  further.  That  the  ad¬ 
mission  of  such  intervenors  shall  not 
be  construed  as  recognition  by  the  Com¬ 


mission  that  they,  or  any  of  them,  might 
be  aggrieved  b^ause  of  any  order  or 
orders  issued  by  the  Commission  in  this 
proceeding. 

(G)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Cffiief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  delegation  of  authority,  18  Cm 
3.5(d)),  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in 
this  proceeding,  shall  prescribe  relevant 
procedural  matters  not  herein  provided, 
and  shall  control  this  proceeding  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  policies  expressed  in 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure. 

(H)  Nothing  contained  herein  shall  be 
construed  as  limiting  the  rights  of  par¬ 
ties  to  this  proceeding  regarding  the  con¬ 
vening  of  conferences  or  offers  of  settle¬ 
ment  pursuant  to  §  1.18  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

(I)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.74-18816  Piled  8-14r-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  CP74-216  etc.] 

INTERSTATE  TRANSMISSION 
ASSOCIATES  ET  AL 

Compliance  With  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act 

August  9,  1974. 

Six  related  applications  have  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  comprising  a  pro¬ 
posal  to  import  approximately  400,000 
Mcf  per  day  at  14.73  p.s.l.a.  from  Canada 
for  transportation  and  sale  to  two  juris¬ 
dictional  pipeline  recipients  of  the  Ca¬ 
nadian  gas.  The  proposed  supply  will  be 
available  for  a  six-year  period  com¬ 
mencing  November  1,  1974.  The  six  pro¬ 
posals  are  briefly  summarized  below. 

Docket  No.  CSP74-216:  Interstate 
Transmission  Associates  (Interstate 
Transmission),  a  partnership  of  Pacific 
Interstate  Transmission  Company  (Pa¬ 
cific  Interstate)^  and  Northwest  Energy 
Company  (Northwest  Energy),*  seeks 
authorization  to  construct  and  operate 
a  new  373  mile  26-inch  pipeline  from 
Kingsgate,  British  Columbia,  through 
the  States  of  Idaho  and  Washington  to 
Rye  Valley,  Oregon,  in  order  to  trans¬ 
port  for  Pacific  Interstate  volumes  of 
gas  which  the  latter  will  purchase  from 
Pan-Alberta  Gas,  Ltd.  (Pan-Alberta)  in 
the  Province  of  Alberta,  Canada.  Pacific 
Interstate  will  sell  such  gas,  averaging 
397,500  Mcf  per  day,  to  El  Paso  Natural 
Gas  Company  (El  Paso),  Northwest 
Pipeline  Corporation  (Northwest),  and 
Southern  California  Gas  Company  (So- 
Cal) ,  with  SoCal’s  gas  being  transported 
for  the  account  of  Pacific  Interstate  via 
existing  and  proposed  facilities  of  El  Paso 
and  Northwest.  Both  the  Import  and  re- 


*  A  wholly-owned  subsidiary  of  Pacific 
Lighting  Corporation. 

*A  wholly-owned  subsidiary  of  Northwest 
Pipeline  Corporation. 


sale  of  gas  will  be  for  a  six-year  period, 
with  Pan-Alberta  having  the  option  to 
have  equivalent  volumes  redelivered  to 
it  after  commencement  of  flow  of  Alas¬ 
kan  gas  from  the  North  Slope. 

Under  the  proposal  herein.  Interstate 
Transmission  will  receive  at  Kingsgate, 
British  Columbia,  an  average  of  402,800 
Mcf/d  and  up  to  a  maximum  of  443,000 
Mcf  per  day  of  gas  purchased  from  Pan- 
Alberta  by  Pacific  Interstate,  and  trans¬ 
port  such  gas  through  its  proposed  facili¬ 
ties  to  two  points  of  delivery  on  North¬ 
west’s  system  at  Meacham,  Oregon  and 
Rye  Valley,  Oregon.  Such  transportation 
will  be  on  a  firm  basis,  imder  a  cost  of 
service  tariff,  and  is  indicated  to  average 
27.16^/Mcf  in  the  first  year. 

The  cost  of  Interstate  ’Transmission’s 
proposed  facilities  (373  miles  of  26-lnch 
pipeline,  two  17,500  HP  compressor  sta¬ 
tions,  a  purchase  meter  station  at  Kings¬ 
gate  and  meter  stations,  a  purchase 
meter  station  at  Kingsgate  and  meter 
stations  at  Meacham,  Oregon  and  Rye 
Valley,  Oregon)  is  estimated  at  $121,003,- 
000,  which  will  be  financed  through  issu¬ 
ance  of  $91,664,000  of  8.5  percent  First 
Mortgage  Bonds  and  receipt  of  $30,625,- 
000  of  partnership  equity  contributions. 

Docket  No.  CP74-217:  In  this  filing 
Interstate  Transmission  seeks  a  Presi¬ 
dential  Permit  authorizing  construction 
and  operation,  maintenance  and  connec¬ 
tion  of  faculties  at  the  international 
boundary  in  order  to  import  gas  from 
Canada  into  the  United  States.  Said 
facilities  wUl  Implement  the  transporta¬ 
tion  service  proposed  in  Docket  No. 
CP74-216,  and  consist  of  2.6  miles  of  26- 
lnch  pipeline,  and  a  meter  station  with 
appurtenant  facilities. 

Docket  Nos.  CP74-218;  219:  Pacific 
Interstate  seeks  authorization,  in  Docket 
No.  CP74-218,  for  the  sale  of  gas  to  be 
imported  from  C^anada  (which  import 
authorization  it  requests  in  Docket  No. 
CP74-219)  asfoUows: 

(1)  To  Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation — 
an  average  of  80,000  Mcf  per  day,  to  be  de¬ 
livered  at  Meacham  and  Rye  Valley,  Oregon 

(2)  To  El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Company — an 
average  of  210,000  Mcf  per  day,  to  be  de¬ 
livered  at  Ignacio,  Colorado. 

(3)  To  Southern  California  Oas  Com¬ 
pany — an  average  of  107,600  Mcf  per  day,  to 
be  delivered  at  the  California- Arizona  border. 

Said  volumes  wiU  be  delivered  via  the 
facilities  of  Interstate  Transmission  (as 
proposed  in  related  Docket  No.  CP74- 
216) ,  Northwest  Pipeline  (as  requested  in 
Docket  No.  CP74-221),  and  El  Paso  (as 
sought  in  Docket  No.  CF74-228) . 

Pacific  Interstate  has  contracted  to 
purchase  the  subject  gas  from  Pan- 
Alberta  (a  partnership  of  the  existing 
Alberta  Gas  Trunk  Line  Company  and 
newly  formed  Alberta  Energy  Company, 
the  latter  to  be  50  percent  owned  by  the 
Alberta  Government  and  50  percent  pub¬ 
licly  held)  at  a  rate  of  78.6^  per  Mcf  for 
92  percent  of  the  gas  deliver^  and  64.6tf 
per  Mcf  for  the  remainder.  Pacific  Inter¬ 
state  will  make  the  proposed  sales  to  its 
three  customers  on  a  cost-of -service 
basis,  with  rates  estimated  to  be  as 
follows: 
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Rate  perMef 

lat  Tear 

Average 
(8  years) 

Northwp-st  Pipeline  Corp _ _ 

El  Paso  Natiiral  Oas  Co . . 

t^ouUkern  California  Oas  Co _ 

$1.09 

1.19 

L32 

Sl.M 

L14 

L28 

Both  the  gaa  purchased  from  Pan- 
Alberta  and  the  sales  to  Northwest,  El 
Paso  and  SoCal  will  be  for  a  6-3rear 
period  commencing  November  1,  1974,  or 
date  of  receipt  of  appropriate  regulatory 
approvals,  and  ending  October  31,  1980. 
Pan- Alberta  hsis  an  option  to  repurchase 
equivalent  volumes  from  Pacific  Inter¬ 
state  during  any  or  all  of  a  series  of  5- 
year  periods  commencing  November  1, 
1984,  and  ending  October  31,  1999,  from 
Pacific  Interstate's  (or  afiBliates')  share 
of  gas  from  the  Gas  Arctic  Pipeline 
project. 

Docket  No.  CP74-221:  Northwest  Pipe¬ 
line  proposes  to  construct  and  operate, 
at  an  estimated  cost  of  $23,000,000,  three 
new  compressor  stations  with  a  total  of 
16,800  HP;  and  additional  4,500  HP  at 
two  existing  c<Mnpressor  stations,  and  a 
total  of  49  miles  of  30-lnch  transn^lssion 
pipeline  looping  its  existing  22-lnch 
mainline  southeast  from  the  new  com¬ 
pressor  station  No.  13A  to  its  existing 
comp>ressor  station  No.  12,  in  the  States 
of  Idaho  and  Oregon,  in  order  to  trans¬ 
port  a  maximum  day  volume  of  342,000 
Mcf  for  Pacific  Interstate. 

Via  the  additional  capacity  to  be  pro¬ 
vided  by  these  facilities  Northwest  will 
receive  from  Interstate  Transmission  at 
Meacham  and  Rye  Valley,  •  Oregon,  an 
average  daily  volume  of  397,500  Mcf  for 
the  account  of  Pacific  Interstate,  of  which 
80,000  Mcf  will  be  purchased  by  North¬ 
west,  and  the  remaining  317,500  Mcf  per 
day  delivered  for  Pacific  Interstate’s  ac¬ 
count  to  El  Paso  at  Ignacio,  Colorado. 
Northwest  proposes  to  flow  through, 
under  its  PGA  clause,  the  estimated  $1.09 
per  Mcf  first  year  cost  of  the  Incremental 
gas  to  be  purchased  from  Pacific  Inter¬ 
state.  For  the  transportation  service. 
Northwest  estimates  it  will  charge  Pacific 
Interstate  10.77<  per  Mcf,  based  on  an 
annual  depreciation  rate  of  16.66  percent 
and  rate  of  return  of  10.155  percent  on 
the  Incremental  facilities  over  the  antici¬ 
pated  six-year  life  of  the  project.  North¬ 
west  requests  specific  accounting  au¬ 
thorization  for  the  proposed  deprecia¬ 
tion  rate. 

Docket  No.  CP74-228:  El  Paso  proposes 
to  reinforce  its  San  Juan  Basin  triangle 
facilities  in  northwest  New  Mexico  by 
uprating  and  modification  of  existing 
compressor  facilities,*  to  enable  it  to  re- 

*  Because  the  orlglnany  proposed  addition 
of  three  compressor  units  totalling  14,500 
HP  at  Its  Blanco  plant  cannot  be  obtained 
from  manufacturers  In  lees  than  two  years, 
El  Paso  now  propoeee  to  (1)  convert  six  exist¬ 
ing  1,000  HP  gas  engine  driven  reciprocat¬ 
ing  field  compressors  at  Its  Blanco  Field 
Plant,  San  Juan  County,  New  Mexico,  to 
transmission  service,  (2)  replace  the  above 
field  compressors  with  one  3400  HP  and  two 
2000  HP  tmlts  now  In  stock,  (3)  uprate  by 
1200  HP  each,  two  existing  17,000  HP  oom- 


ceive  from  Northwest  at  Ignacio,  Colo¬ 
rado,  for  the  account  Pacific  Inter¬ 
state,  an  average  daily  quantity  of 
317,500  Mcf  (up  to  342.000  Mcf  on  a 
maximum  day),  of  whldi  El  Paso  will 
purchase  210,000  Mcf  per  day  and  trans¬ 
port  the  remaining  107,500  Mcf  per  day 
through  its  San  Juan  mainline  for 
delivery  to  SoCal  at  Topock,  Arizona, 
for  the  account  of  Pacific  Interstate.  El 
Paso’s  proposed  facilities  are  estimated 
to  cost  $6,193,000.  The  cost  of  the  gas 
to  be  purchased  by  El  Paso  from  Pacific 
Interstate  is  estimated  at  $1.19  per  Mcf 
during  the  first  year  of  operation,  and 
for  the  transportation  service  to  be  ren¬ 
dered  Pacific  Interstate.  El  Paso  esti¬ 
mates  it  will  charge  13.58^  per  Mcf. 

'The  above  applications  were  Jointly 
noticed  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  25.  1974  (39  FR  11141),  the  fol¬ 
lowing  timely  petitions  to  Intervene  and 
notices  of  intervention  have  been  filed: 

Nevada  Industrial  Customers 
Southwest  Gas  Corporation 
San  Diego  Oas  and  Electric  Company 
Arizona  Public  Service  Company 
El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company 
People  of  the  State  of  CallfcHnla  and  the 
Public  UtUltles 

Commission  of  the  State  of  California 
Southern  California  Gas  Company 
Washington  Utilities  and  Transportation 
Commission 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company,  a  division 
of  Colorado  Interstate  Corporation 
Utah  Gas  Service  Company 
Wyoming  Industrial  Gas  Company 
Idaho  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Southern  California  Edison  Ccanpany 
Pacific  Gas  Transmission  Company 
Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
Public  Utility  Commissioner  of  Oregon 
Northwest  Natural  Gas  Company 
The  Washington  Water  Power  Company 
Tucson  Gas  &  Electric  Company 
Cascade  Natural  Oas  Corporation 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of  America 
Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Company 
Sierra  Pacific  Power  Company 
Phillips  Petroleum  Company 
Mountain  Fuel  Supply  Company 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation 
Pacific  Interstate  Transmission  Company 

The  above  petitions  and  notices  make 
appropriate  showings  under  §  1.8  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  and  accorc^ngly  these  interven¬ 
tions  should  be  permitted.  In  addition, 
late  petitions  to  intervene  were  received 
from  Washington  Natural  Gas  Company 
on  April  10,  1974,  and  from  Intermoun¬ 
tain  Gas  Company  on  May  28,  1974.  In 
view  of  the  fact  that  hearings  have  not 
begun,  and  no  delay  will  result  from 
granting  these  petitions,  the  interven¬ 
tions  should  be  permitted. 

In  the  Judgment  of  the  Commission, 
formal  hearings  are  required  to  develop 
an  evidentiary  record  concerning  these 
applications,  due  in  part  to  the  fact  that 
the  supply  to  be  attached  is  committed 
for  only  a  six  year  period  and  could 

pressor  units  at  the  Blanco  Field  Plant,  (4) 
uprate  by  1200  HP  and  2200  HP,  respectively, 
two  existing  17,000  HP  field  compreesors  at 
Its  Chaco  Field  Plant,  San  Juan  County, 
New  Mexico. 


require  the  return  of  equivalent  volumes. 
Two  customers  of  El  Paso  (Arizona  Pub¬ 
lic  Service  Company  and  Tucson  Gas  & 
Electric  Company)  and  one  of  Northwest 
Pipeline  (Washington  Water  Power  Co.) 
request  a  formal  hearing  on  the 
proposals. 

Against  the  preceding  factual  and  pro- 
cedurfd  background,  the  applicants  have 
filed  on  Jime  4,  1974,  a  Joint  motion  re¬ 
questing  consolidation  and  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  certain  procedural  dates.*  On 
July  9, 1974,  direct  evidence  was  peremp¬ 
torily  transmitted  by  Northwest  to  the 
Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge.  The 
Commission  takes  no  issue  with  consoli¬ 
dation  of  these  dockets,  however,  in  view 
of  the  complexity  and  magnitude  of  the 
consolidated  docket,  a  single  continuous 
session  for  the  presentation  of  all  direct, 
answering,  and  rebuttal  testimony  would 
be  unduly  long,  and  the  quality  of  the 
record  might  accordingly  suffer.  In  cases 
of  this  nature,  the  established  practice 
of  first  cross-examining  the  direct  case 
of  the  Applicants  gives  all  counsel  better 
(^portunity  to  prepare  with  a  corre¬ 
sponding  benefit  to  the  record. 

Moreover,  under  no  circumstances  will 
we  permit  this  record  to  be  closed  price 
to  insertion  of  the  Final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  of  the  Commission 
Staff. 

However,  the  Commission  sees  no  rea¬ 
son.  since  some  of  the  applicants’  direct 
testimony  has  reportedly  been  filed,  that 
such  cross  examination  cannot  begin  of 
that  testimony,  provided  that  system- 
wide  end  use  data  is  Included  in  ^e  sub¬ 
mission.  Such  a  session  can  begin  on 
October  1,  1974.  At  the  close  of  cross- 
examination.  an  additional  hearing  date 
should  be  devised,  if  practical,  with  ap¬ 
propriate  service  dates,  for  cross-exam¬ 
ination  of  answering  testimony  of  inter- 
venors  and  Staff,  of  reply  testimony  of 
the  applicants,  and  of  environmental 
testimony  pursuant  to  Section  2.81(d)  of 
the  Commission’s  Regulations.  The  date 
for  such  environmental  testimony  must 
be  subsequent  to  the  Issuance  of  Staff’s 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
and  should  give  adequate  opportunity  for 
evaluation  of  that  statement.  The  obliga¬ 
tion  to  present  environmental  evidence 
is  one  which  S  2.81(d)  Imposes  Jointly 
on  all  parties,  including  the  Commission 
staff,  and  need  not  proceed  in  parry  and 
riposte  fashion.  In  the  Commission’s 
view,  the  date  established  by  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Judge  should  include  testimony  in 
support  and  in  opposition  to  the  Staff 
statement,  and  consideration  should  be 
given  to  deferral  of  the  cross-examina¬ 
tion  of  all  environmental  witnesses  until 
ell  environmental  testimony  is  to  be 
cross-examined. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  It  is  desir¬ 
able  and  in  the  public  Interest  to  allow 
all  of  the  above-named  petitioners  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  order  that  they  may  establish 
the  facts  and  the  law  from  viiich  the  na- 

*  The  Applloanta  raggest  a  prehearing  oon- 
ferenee  in  the  alternative. 
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ture  and  validity  of  their  alleged  rights 
may  be  determined  and  show  what 
fixrther  action  may  be  appropriate  under 
the  circiunstances  in  the  admlnistratUm 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(2)  The  applications  hied  in  Docket 
Nos.  CP74-216.  CP74-217,  CP74-218, 
CP74-219,  CP74-221,  and  CP74-228  are 
interrelated  and  should  be  consolidated 
for  hearing  and  decision. 

(3)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate 
that  the  proceedings  in  the  consolidated 
docket  be  set  for  formal  public  hearing. 

(4)  The  joint  motion  of  the  applicants 
should  be  granted  as  modified  and  condi¬ 
tioned  by  the  terms  of  this  order. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  The 
above-named  petitioners  are  permitted 
to  intervene  in  these  proceedings  subject 
to  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Com¬ 
mission;  Provided,  however.  That  the 
participation  of  such  Intervenors  shall 
be  limited  to  matters  affecting  asserted 
rights  and  Interests  as  specifically  set 
forth  in  said  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene,  and  provided,  further.  That  the 
admission  of  such  intervenors  shall  not 
be  construed  as  recognition  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  they  might  be  aggrieved 
because  of  any  order  or  orders  of  the 
Commission  entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(B)  The  joint  motion  of  the  appli¬ 
cants  is  hereby  granted  as  modified  and 
conditioned  by  the  terms  of  this  order. 

(C)  Applicants  and  all  supporting  in- 
tervenors  shall  file  testimony  and  ex¬ 
hibits  comprising  their  cases  in  chief, 
Inclusive  of  end  use  data,  on  or  before 
September  16,  1974,  unless  such  service 
has  already  been  effected  pursuant  to 
Commission  regiilations. 

(D)  Pursuant  to  §  2.64(c)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Regulations,  the  parties  shall 
serve  copies  of  their  filings  upon  all  In¬ 
tervenors  promptly,  unless  such  service 
has  already  been  effected  pursuant  to 
Part  157  of  the  regtilatlons  of  the  Natural 
Oas  Act. 

(E)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con- 
tsdned  in  and  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  a  hearing  will 
be  held  in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North  Capi¬ 
tol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426 
on  October  1,  1974,  concerning  the  mat¬ 
ters  involved  in  smd  the  issues  presented 
by  the  applications  in  the  consolidated 
docket. 

(F)  The  record  of  these  proceedings 
shall  remain  open  until  the  submission  of 
the  Commission  Staff’s  final  environmen¬ 
tal  impact  statement,  and  no  initial  deci¬ 
sion  shall  be  Issued  by  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge  until  inclusion  of  the 
final  environmental  impact  statement  in 
the  record  and  appropriate  considera¬ 
tion  thereof. 

(G)  The  applications  in  the  above- 
entitled  dockets  are  hereby  consolidated 
for  hearing  and  decision. 

By  the  Commission. 

(sBALl  KsimrrH  F.  Ptuim, 

Secretary, 
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[Docket  No.  E-88151 

IOWA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  Ca 
Electric  Wholesale  Rates 

August  9, 1974. 

Iowa  Public  Service  Company  (IPS) 
on  July  17, 1974,  filed  an  application  for 
reconsideration  or  rehearing  of  the 
Commission’s  order  issued  herein  on 
June  28,  1974.  That  order  accepted  for 
filing  and  suspended  IPS'  proposed  in¬ 
creased  rates  as  to  certain  customers 
and  rejected  the  proposed  increased 
rates  applicable  to  the  Towns  of  Denver 
and  Hudson,  Iowa.  With  respect  to  Den¬ 
ver  and  Hudson,  the  Commission  said: 

We  note  that  the  proposed  Increase  would 
be  applicable  to  the  Towns  of  Denver  and 
Hudson.  There  are  presently  on  file  with 
the  Commission  contracts  between  IPS  and 
these  Towns  which  are  fixed-rate,  fixed-term 
contracts  and  which  will  not  expire  until 
1976.  The  rate  levels  proposed  herein  may  be 
above  those  levels  permitted  by  these  con¬ 
tracts  and,  under  the  rule  In  the  Mobile- 
Sierra  cases  we  must  reject  this  unilaterally 
proposed  Increase  as  It  would  effect  (sic) 
those  customers.  This  Is  without  prejudice 
to  IPS’  demonstrating  to  our  satisfaction 
through  further  pleading  that  the  rate 
levels  proposed  herein  are  lower  than  those 
contained  Ifi  the  fixed  rate  contracts. 

IPS’  application  states  that  as  shown 
in  the  appendix  to  its  pleading,  the  rates 
as  increased  by  the  filing  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  are  still  below  the  “fixed  rates” 
in  the  contracts  with  Denver  and  Hud¬ 
son.  Upon  a  review  of  the  data  and 
computations  thus  submitted,  it  appears 
that  IPS’  application  is  correct.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  we  shall  modify  our  June  28  order 
do  as  to  accept  the  rate  filing  with 
respect  to  the  Towns  of  Denver  and 
Hudson  and  suspend  such  increased 
rates  and  charges  subject  to  hearing  and 
further  order,  in  all  respects  to  be 
treated  as  though  such  Increased  rates 
and  charges  had  not  been  rejected 
initially. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Our 
order  issued  herein  on  June  28,  1974,  is 
hereby  amended  to  provide  that  pending 
a  hearing  and  a  decision  thereon,  IPS’ 
proposed  changes  in  its  rates  and 
charges,  with  respect  to  the  Towns  of 
Denver  and  Hudson,  Iowa,  as  tendered 
on  May  29,  1974,  are  accepted  for  filing 
as  of  June  28,  1974,  and  suspended  for 
the  full  statutory  term  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  until  November  28, 
1974,  or  until  they  are  made  effective  in 
the  manner  provided  in  the  Federal 
Power  Act. 

(B)  The  hearing  and  hearing  pro¬ 
cedures  prescribed  in  our  order  of 
Jxme  28, 1974,  are  applicable  to  the  rate 
schedule  changes  and  the  rates  and 
charges  filed  by  IPS  on  May  29,  1974, 
with  respect  to  the  Towns  of  Denver  and 
Hudson. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary, 

[PR  Do«.74-lMe4  Piled  8-14-74;  8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  0174^537,  6381 

MARATHON  OIL  CO.  AND  PHILLIPS 
PETROLEUM  CO. 

Extension  of  Time 

August  9,  1974. 

On  July  24,  1974,  Phillips  Petroleum 
Company  requested  an  extension  of  time 
within  which  to  respond  to  our  letter 
dated  July  12,  1974,  requesting  informa¬ 
tion  on  the  above-designated  matter. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  time  is  extended  to  and 
including  September  6,  1974,  to  comply 
with  the  above  letter. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18838  Filed  8-14-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  CI74-537,  638] 

MARATHON  OIL  CO.  AND  PHILLIPS 
PETROLEUM  CO. 

Application  for  Rehearing 

August  9,  1974. 

Our  order  Issued  June  21, 1974,  in  these 
proceedings^  established,  inter  alia,  an 
expedited  hearing  procedure  to  allow 
prompt  resolution  of  jurisdictional  and 
substantive  issues  raised  by  the  joint  pro¬ 
posal  of  Marathon  Oil  Company  and 
Phillips  Petroleum  Company  (Marathon 
and  Phillips,  hereafter  occasionally 
referred  to  as  Applicants)  to  sell  voliunes 
of  liquefied  natural  gas  (LNG)  produced 
in  Alaska  to  Northwest  Natural  Gas 
Company  (Northwest  Natural) ,  an  Ore¬ 
gon  disMbutor.  Noting,  despite  Appli¬ 
cants’  arguments  to  the  contrary,  that 
nmnerous  threshold  and  possibly  prece¬ 
dent-setting  jurisdictional  issues  are 
raised  by  Applicants’  proposal,  we  re¬ 
quired  the  fil^g  of  conditional  applica¬ 
tions  or  amendments  to  applications,  as 
appropriate,  covering  each  phase  of  the 
LNG  project  so  that,  in  the  event  juris¬ 
diction  were  found  to  attach  to  any  por¬ 
tion  of  it,  time  would  not  be  wasted  by 
then  requiring  new  applications  and 
further  hearings.  Applicants  now  object 
to  the  prescribed  procedure,  and,  in 
seekii^  rehearing  of  our  June  21,  1974 
order,  request  that  we  call  for  briefs  on 
and  resolve  the  jurisdictional  Issues 
raised  here  prior  to  requiring  the  filing 
of  further  conditional  applications  or 
amendments.  Applicants  maintain  that 
their  pleadings  set  forth  sufBcleht  facts 
to  allow  briefing  the  jurisdictional  is¬ 
sues,  but  that  they  are  willing  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  a  prehearing  conference  “for 
the  purpose  of  stipulating  facts  neces¬ 
sary  to  determine  the  (jurisdlctionall 
Issues.”  Applicants  claim  that  they  are 
prepared  to  submit  a  proposed  stipula¬ 
tion  at  the  prehearing  conference.  ’They 
further  request  a  phased  proceeding. 
Phase  I  of  which  would  address  juris¬ 
dictional  questions  only,  and  Phase  n 
of  which  would  constitute  the  evidentiary 


*  “Order  Granting  Interventions,  Consoli¬ 
dating  Proceedings.  Scheduling  Formal  Hear¬ 
ings,  and  Requiring  The  PUlng  ot  Condi¬ 
tional  Applications  and  Amendments”. 
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presentation  on  questions  involving  the  remaining  issues.  Including  those  con-  briefs  addressed  to  Phase  I  issues,  and 


public  convenience  and  necessity. 

Northwest  Natural  filed  a  “joinder”  in 
Applicants’  application  for  rehearing, 
raising  similar  arguments.  Southern 
California  Gas  Company  and  Pacific 
Alaska  LNG  Company,  (SoCal  and  Pac- 
Alaska)  expressed  by  letter  their  general 
agreement  with  Applicants’  proposal  for 
phased  proceedings,  but  contend  that  ad¬ 
ditional  facts  are  necessary  to  permit 
argmnent  on  the  jurisdictional  issues. 
’They  do  not  object  to  a  prehearing  con¬ 
ference  to  explore  the  possibility  of  ob¬ 
taining  needed  facts  by  stipulation. 
Should  it  prove  impossible  to  obtain  ade¬ 
quate  facts  by  stipulation,  however,  So¬ 
Cal  and  PacAlaska  favor  an  evidentiary 
hearing  for  the  development  of  necessary 
facts. 

The  People  of  the  State  of  California 
and  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of 
the  State  of  California  (California)  filed 
a  response  in  opposition  to  the  Phillips- 
Marathon  Application  for  rehearing. 
California  maintains  that  the  jurisdic¬ 
tional  Issues  raised  here  cannot  be  ade¬ 
quately  briefed  without  a  full  evidentiary 
record  and  the  opportunity  for  cross-ex¬ 
amination  concerning  relevant  facts: 
that  Applicants’  pleadings  do  not  set 
forth  sufficient  facts  to  allow  briefing 
legal  issues:  and  that  a  prehearing  con¬ 
ference  would  be  inadequate  for  the  pur- 
I}ose  of  resolving  the  jurisdictional  is¬ 
sues  here  raised.  California  further  states 
that  it  does  not  Intend  to  waive  its  right 
to  cross-examination  regarding  any  facts 
presented  in  the  proceedings. 

California’s  response  includes  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  waiver  of  that  portion  of  §  1.34 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  which  speci¬ 
fies  that  “tnlo  answers  to  petitions  for 
rehearing  will  be  entertained  by  the 
Conunission.”  The  language  of  §  1.34  is 
intended  to  prevent  a  deluge  of  pleadings 
and  argiunents  concerning  issues  with 
which  the  Commission  is  already  famil¬ 
iar.  and  we  do  not  intend  to  thwart  its 
future  effectiveness  by  waiving  the  rule 
here.  We  shall,  however,  accept  the  com¬ 
ments  of  SoCal  and  PacAlaska,  and 
California’s  response,  to  the  extent  they 
express  the  unwillingness  of  those  par¬ 
ties  to  waive  in  advance  their  right  to 
cross-examine  witnesses  concerning  ju¬ 
risdictional  and  other  facts.  The  proce¬ 
dure  hereafter  prescribed  will  preserve 
for  those  parties  their  right  to  cross- 
examine  witnesses,  while  alleviating  for 
Applicants  the  burden  of  filing  condi¬ 
tional  applications  and  amendments 
prior  to  a  jurisdictional  ruling  by  the 
Commission. 

Pursuant  to  Applicants’  request,  we 
shall  separate  these  proceedings  into  two 
phases,  and.  to  that  extent,  and  as  desig¬ 
nated  hereafter,  their  application  for  re¬ 
hearing  is  granted.  Phase  I  shall  address 
all  of  the  jurisdictional  issues  inherent 
in  the  project  contemplated  by  Appli¬ 
cants’  filing.*  Phase  II  shall  address  all 


*  It  should  be  emphasized  that  the  list  of 
Jurisdictional  Issues  set  forth  In  our  June  21, 
1974,  order  Is  not  Intended  to  be  complete 
or  exhaustive,  but  Is  merely  representative 
of  Issues  which  may  be  added  to  or  further 
refined  by  the  parties. 


cemed  with  the  public  Interest  accepta¬ 
bility  of  the  project. 

We  shall  further  grant  Applicants’  re¬ 
quest  that  jurisdictional  issues  be  briefed 
and  decided  prior  to  requiring  any  addi¬ 
tional  applications.  So  that  Phase  I  is¬ 
sues  may  eb  adequately  briefed.  Appli¬ 
cants  shall  submit,  by  the  date  hereafter 
specified,  prepared  testimony  and  sup¬ 
porting  exhibits,  as  appropriate,  and  any 
proposed  stipulation  they  may  wish  to 
sponsor,  fully  describing  the  -proposed 
structuring  of  their  project,  and  setting 
forth  detailed  facts  to  allow  comprehen¬ 
sive  briefing  of  jurisdictional  issues.  Ap¬ 
plicants  shall  make  witnesses  available 
for  cross-examination,  on  jurisdictional 
facts  at  a  formal  hearing  we  shall  sched¬ 
ule  in  Phase  I.  Following  presentation 
and  cross-examination  of  Applicants’  di¬ 
rect  case  and  any  answering  or  rebuttal 
presentations,  the  Presiding  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge  assigned  shall  set  dates 
for  the  filing  of  briefs  addressed  to  juris¬ 
dictional  issues.  The  Judge  shall  provide 
for  the  expeditious  issuance  of  his  initial 
decision  on  the  jurisdictional  issues  of 
Phase  I  following  the  submission  of 
briefs.  No  action  shall  be  taken  on  the 
convening  of  hearings  regarding  the  sub¬ 
stantive  issues  of  the  case  (Phase  II) 
until  further  order  of  the  Commission. 

Late  petitions  to  intervene  have  been 
filed  in  these  dockets  by  the  State  of 
Alaska,  Atlantic  Richfield  Company,  El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Company,  Intormoun- 
tain  Gas  Company,  San  Diego  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  and  Shell  Oil  Com¬ 
pany.  Each  appears  to  have  an  interest 
in  the  proceeding  as  specified  in  their 
petitions.  Since  no  hearing  has  yet  been 
convened  herein,  granting  the  late  peti¬ 
tions  should  prejudice  no  party. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  appropriate  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  that  the  above-entitled  proceedings 
be  phased  as  designated  in  the  body 
hereof. 

(2)  The  public  interest  requires  that 
a  hearing  be  convened  in  Phase  I  of  these 
proceedings  to  address  jurisdictional 
issues  raised  by  the  instant  project. 

(3)  It  is  appropriate  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  that  the  above-named  petitioners 
be  allowed  to  intervene  in  these  proceed¬ 
ings. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  The 
above-entitled  proceedings  are  phased 
as  designated  in  the  body  hereof. 

(B)  Piu*suant  to  the  Natural  Gas  Aqt, 
the  Regulations  imder  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice  and  Procedure,  a  formal  hearing 
shall  be  convened  in  the  above-named 
proceedings  in  a  hearing  room  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washin^n,  D.C,,  on 
September  16, 1974,  concerning  the  issues 
raised  in  Phase  I  of  the  proceedings.  The 
Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge  will 
designate  an  appropriate  officer  of  the 
Commission  to  preside  at  the  formal 
hearing  of  these  matters,  pursuant  to 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure.  ITie  Administrative  Law 
Judge  assigned  shall  preside  over  the 
taking  of  evldwce  as  designated  in  the 
body  hereof,  set  dates  for  the  filing  of 


render  an  initial  decision  on  those  issues 
pursuant  to  expedited  scheduling.  No 
hearings  shsill  be  convened  on  any  sub¬ 
stantive  issues  reserved  for  Phase  n  prior 
to  further  order  of  the  Commission. 

(C)  Applicants  shall  file  evidence  con¬ 
cerning  Phase  I  issues,  as  specified  in  the 
body  hereof,  on  or  before  August  21, 1974. 
Following  presentation  and  cross-exami¬ 
nation  of  Applicants’  direct  case,  the  Pre¬ 
siding  Administrative  Law  Judge  shall 
then  set  dates  for  the  filing  and  cross- 
examination  of  answering  and  rebuttal 
testimony,  if  any, 

(D)  The  above-named  petitioners  are 
permitted  to  intervene  in  these  proceed¬ 
ings  subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations 
of  the  Commission:  Provided,  however, 
’That  the  participation  of  such  Inter¬ 
veners  shall  be  limited  to  matters  affect¬ 
ing  asserted  rights  and  interests  as  speci¬ 
fically  set  forth  in  said  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene:  and  Provided,  further. 
That  the  admission  of  such  intervenors 
shall  not' be  construed  as  recognition  by 
the  Commission  that  they  or  any  one  of 
them  might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any 
order  or  orders  of  the  Commission 
entered  in  these  proceedings. 

By  the  Commission. 

Fseal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb,  ' 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18826  PUed  8-14-74:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP73-1021 

MICHIGAN-WISCONSIN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Application  for  Modification 

August  12, 1974. 

By  order  of  June  26,  1974,  the  Com¬ 
mission,  among  other  things,  approved  a 
settlement  as  to  most  of  the  issues  aris¬ 
ing  from  a  jurisdictional  rate  increase 
proposed  by  Michigan-Wisconsin  Pipe 
Line  Company  (Mich-Wis)  in  Docket 
No.  RP73-102.  In  proposing  the  settle¬ 
ment,  the  parties  had,  by  agreement, 
submitted  additional  testimony  and 
waived  initial  decision  as  to  the  propriety 
of  the  inclusion  in  Mich-Wls’  cost  of  serv¬ 
ice  of  $1,050,000  of  delay  rental  pay¬ 
ments  related  to  a  coal  gasification  pro¬ 
gram.  The  Commission,  in  its  June  26 
order  approving  the  settlement,  rejected 
the  Inclusion  of  these  payments,  indicat¬ 
ing  its  concern  that  there  was  no  ade¬ 
quate  assurance  that  Mich-Wis  will  ever 
mine  the  coal  or  gasify  it  and  that  the 
benefit  would  be  too  far  removed  from 
the  cost  proposed  to  be  borne  by  the 
natural  gas  consumer.  We  Indicated  our 
belief  that  an  analogry  advanced  by 
Mich-Wis  between  the  proposal  and  the 
Commission’s  approved  advance  pay¬ 
ments  program  was,  for  this  reason,  in¬ 
appropriate. 

On  July  8, 1974,  Mich-Wis  filed  an  Ap¬ 
plication  For  Modification  of  the  June 
26  order.  Therein,  Mich-Wis  proposes  an 
agreement  and  undertaking  designed  to 
meet  the  Commission’s  concerns  as  ex- 
pres.sed  in  the  order.  Mich-Wis  agrees 
that  if  the  Commission  will  modify  its 
order  of  June  26,  1974,  to  authorize  the 
inclusion  in  Mlch-Wls’  cost  of  service  of 
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the  delay  rental  payments  for  coal  as¬ 
sociated  with  the  proposed  coal  gasifica¬ 
tion  program,  Mich-Wis  will  undertake 
what  it  views  as  the  same  obligation  with 
respect  to  the  delay  coal  rental  payments 
as  that  provided  under  the  outstanding 
Commission  orders  with  respect  to  ad¬ 
vance  payments.  More  specifically,  if  five 
years  elapse  from  the  time  the  co^  pay¬ 
ments  are  Included  in  Mlch-Wis’  cost  of 
service  and  during  such  time  coal  gas  de¬ 
liveries  for  the  benefit  of  Mlch-Wls’ 
customers  have  not  commenced,  Mich- 
Wls,  at  the  end  of  the  five-year  period, 
will  make  a  jm-isdictional  rate  adjust¬ 
ment  reflecting  the  exclusion  of  such 
pairments  and  will  refund  with  interest 
revenues  expected  as  a  result  of  the  in¬ 
clusion  of  such  payments  in  Its  cost  of 
sendee. 

Mlch-Wls  filed  concurrently  with  its 
Application  revised  tariff  sheets  ^  in  pur¬ 
ported  compliance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  order  approving  the  settlement 
and  alternate  revised  tariff  sheets  which 
are  also  purported  to  reflect  the  order 
except  that  the  delay  coal  rental  pay¬ 
ments  have  been  Included.  A  revised  re¬ 
search  and  development  adjustment  pro¬ 
vision  conforming  to  the  directives  of  the 
Commission’s  settlement  order  was  also 
Included  in  the  filing.  Mich-Wls  requests 
that  the  Commission  modify  its  order 
of  June  28  to  authorize  the  inclusion  of 
the  delay  coal  rental  payments  in  Mlch- 
Wls’  cost  of  service  and  accept  the  alter¬ 
nate  revised  tariff  sheets  for  filing. 

Tile  advanced  payment  program  was 
Instituted  for  the  purpose  of  stimulating 
activity  toward  increasing  the  supply  of 
naturad  gas  in  the  Interstate  market,  and 
the  program  entails,  essentially,  the  pay¬ 
ment  by  the  pipeline  ratepayers  of  the 
carrying  charges  on  loans  advanced  by 
the  pipeline  to  producers  so  as  to  provide 
additional  capital  for  exploration.  While 
the  Mlch-Wls  agreement  proposed  here¬ 
in  would  Incorporate  an  obligation  with 
respect  to  the  delay  coal  rental  payments 
similar  to  that  provided  under  the  out¬ 
standing  Commission  orders  with  respect 
to  advance  payments,  the  analogy  be¬ 
tween  the  two  fails  in  other  respects,  and 
there  further  remains  a  fundamental 
difficulty  with  the  cost-benefit  relation¬ 
ship  in  the  delay  coal  rental  proposal. 
Under  the  proposal,  the  ratepayers  would 
pay  in  advance  part  of  the  costs  of  a  coal 
gasification  program  which  costs  would 
otherwise  be  capitalized  to  that  program 
and  recouped  through  the  rates  charged 
for  the  gas  produced.  The  ratepayers  are 
not  here  being  asked  to  pay  the  carrying 
charges  on  a  loan.  Rather  the  ratepayer 
would  pay  in  advance  part  of  the  cost  of 
production  while  no  provision  is  made 
to  credit  the  payment  of  these  expenses 
to  the  price  oi  the  gas  produced.  Thus, 
the  analogy  falls  and  ^e  “benefit”  to 
the  ratepayer  remains  Incomplete.  Even 
if  a  workable  crediting  provision  could 
be  proposed,  we  are  not  at  this  time  in¬ 
clined,  as  a  matter  of  policy,  to  permit 
the  ad  hoc  inclmicm  in  pipeline  costs  of 
service  of  expenses  which  would  other- 


*  See  Appendix. 


wise  be  capitalized  to  a  planned  coal  gas¬ 
ification  project.  We  note,  in  this  regard, 
that  the  presently  effective  advance  pay¬ 
ment  program  was  the  product  of  full 
rulemaking  proceedings  In  which  com¬ 
ments  from  interested  parties  could  be 
carefully  evaluated  and  consistent 
standards  could  be  developed  applicable 
to  all  pipelines  rendering  advance  pay¬ 
ments.  For  the  foregoing  reasons,  we 
shall  reject  Mich-Wis’  alternate  revised 
tariff  sheets. 

With  respect  to  the  revised  tariff 
sheets  (which  do  not  include  delay  coal 
rental  payments),  we  note  that  these 
sheets  reflect  a  purchased  gas  adjust¬ 
ment  Increase  effective  May  1,  1974  and 
the  rate  Impact  of  additional  advance 
pasmrients  proposed  to  be  effective  Febru¬ 
ary  1  and  May  1,  1974.  Our  review  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  additional  advance  pay¬ 
ments  may  not  be  reasonable  and  appro¬ 
priate  for  rate  base  treatment  in  that 
they  may  be  in  excess  of  the  cost  of 
exploration,  development  and  produc¬ 
tion  incurred  by  the  producers  within 
a  reasonable  time  from  the  date  such 
amounts  are  Included  in  rate  base.  The 
rates  proposed  in  the  revised  tariff  sheets, 
to  the  extent  that  they  reflect  these  ad¬ 
vance  payments,  may  not  be  Just  and 
reasonable  and  may  be  imjust,  xinreason- 
able,  unduly  discriminatory  or  other¬ 
wise  unlawful.  Mlch-Wls’  settlement  pro¬ 
vides  that  advance  payment  trackings 
cannot  be  suspended,  but  can  be  made 
subject  to  refund.  We  shall  therefore  ac¬ 
cept  the  revised  tariff  sheets  and  place 
them  in  effect  on  their  proposed  effective 
dates,  but  subject  to  refund  with  respect 
to  the  advance  payments,  and  set  the 
matter  of  the  propriety  of  the  inclusion 
in  the  rates  of  these  additional  advance 
payments  for  hearing.  We  note  that  a 
hearing  schedule  is  presently  established 
in  this  docket  for  the  resolution  of  cer¬ 
tain  Issues  remanded  for  initial  decision 
by  the  June  26  settlement  order.  In  the 
interest  of  expediting  the  resolution  of 
all  of  the  Issues  in  this  docket,  we  shall 
direct  that  the  question  of  the  propriety 
of  the  advance  payments  be  considered 
along  with  the  other  issues  presently  set 
for  hearing.  This  will  require,  and  we 
shall  so  order,  a  modest  adjustment  to 
the  present  hearing  schedule. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  Mlch-Wls’ 
Application  For  Modification  filed  July  8, 
1974  does  not  provide  an  adequate  basis 
for  modification  of  the  Commission’s 
order  of  June  26,  1974,  and  should  be 
denied. 

(2)  Mich-Wls’  alternate  revised  tar¬ 
iff  sheets  filed  July  8,  1974,  should  be 
rejected. 

(3)  Mich-Wis’  revised  research  and 
development  adjustment  provision  filed 
on  July  8,  1974,  should  be  accepted  for 
fUlng  to  be  effective  as  of  November  1, 
1973. 

(4)  Mich-Wis’  revised  tariff  sheets, 
other  than  those  designated  in  finding 
paragraph  3,  filed  on  July  8, 1974,  shoidd 
be  accepted  for  filing  to  be  effective  as  of 
their  proposed  effective  dates  with  those 
sheets  reflecting  additional  advance  pay- 
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ments  made  subject  to  refund  pending 
ccmcluslon  of  a  hearing. 

(5)  Good  cause  exists  to  set  for  hear¬ 
ing  the  question  of  the  propriety  of  the 
reflection  in  Mich-Wis’  rates  of  addi¬ 
tional  advance  payments  proposed  by 
Mich-Wls  to  be  effective  as  of  Febru¬ 
ary  1, 1974,  and  May  1, 1974. 

(6)  Good  cause  exists  to  modify  the 
procedural  schedule  established  by  the 
Commission  order  of  June  26,  1974,  as 
such  schedule  has  been  later  amended, 
to  permit  the  consideration  of  the  ad¬ 
vance  payment  issue  with  the  other  is¬ 
sues  set  for  hearing  in  Docket  No,  RP73- 
102,  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Mich- 
Wis’  Application  For  Modification  filed 
July  8, 1974,  is  denied. 

(B)  Mich-Wls’  alternate  revised  tariff 
sheets  filed  July  8,  1974,  are  rejected. 

(C)  Mich-Wis’  revised  research  and 
development  provision  filed  July  8,  1974, 
Is  accepted  for  filing  to  be  effective  as 
of  November  1,  1973. 

(D)  Mich-Wis’  revised  tariff  sheets, 
other  than  those  designated  in  ordering 
paragraph  C,  filed  on  July  8,  1974,  are 
accepted  for  filing  to  be  effective  as  of 
their  proposed  effective  dates  with  those 
sheets  reflecting  additional  advance  pay¬ 
ments  made  effective  as  of  February  1, 
1974  and  May  1,  1974,  subject  to  refund 
pending  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing 
hereinafter  ordered. 

(E)  The  hearing  established  by  order¬ 
ing  paragraphs  (G)  and  (H)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  June  26,  1974  order  in  this 
docket  shall  concern,  in  addition  to  those 
Issues  as  specified  in  the  Jime  26,  1974, 
order,  the  propriAy  of  the  reflection  in 
Mich-Wis’  rates  of  the  additional  ad¬ 
vance  payments. 

(F)  The  procedural  schedule  estab¬ 
lished  by  ordering  paragraphs  (H)  and 
(I)  of  the  Commission’s  order  of  June  26, 
1974,  as  such  schedule  has  been  later 
amended,  shall  be  further  modified  as 
hereinafter  ordered. 

(G)  A  public  hearing  concerning  all 
Issues  in  Docket  No.  RP73-102  shall  be 
held  commencing  October  22,  1974,  at 
10:00  A.M..  in  a  hearing  room  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission. 

(H)  On  or  before  August  30,  1974, 
Mich-Wis  and  Interested  intervenors 
i^udl  serve  any  additional  testimony 
they  may  wish  to  present  concerning  the 
questions  remanded  for  further  proceed¬ 
ings  by  the  Commission’s  June  26,  1974 
order,  and  Mlch-Wis  shall  serve  its  testi¬ 
mony  with  regard  to  the  advance  pay¬ 
ment  issue  set  for  hearing  herein.  On  or 
before  September  30,  1974,  the  Commls- 
skm  Staff  Shan  serve  its  prepared  testi¬ 
mony  and  exhibits  on  all  issues.  Any  re¬ 
buttal'  evidence  by  Mlch-Wis  or  the 
Intervenors  shall  be  served  on  or  before 
October  9.  1974. 

(I)  With  respect  to  the  issues  set  for 
heulng  by  the  Commission’s  June  26, 
1974,  order,  the  directives  contained  In 
ordering  paragraph  (J)  of  that  order 
shall  remain  in  effect. 

(J)  The  Commission  Secretary  shall 
cause  prompt  publication  of  this  order  In 
the  Federal  Register. 
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By  the  Commission;  Commissioner 
Brooke,  dissenting,  filed  a  separate  state¬ 
ment  appended  hereto.* 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Appendix — Michigan  Wisconsin  Pip*  Lin* 
Co. 

TARIFF  SHEETS  TO  REFLECT  STIPULATION  AND 
AGREEMENT  AT  DOCKET  NO  EP73-102 

Tariff  Sheets  and  Effective  Date 

PPC  Gas  Tariff,  Second  Revised  VoUune 
No.  1. 

Second  Substitute  Fifth  Revised  Sheet  No. 
27P,  November  1, 1973. 

Third  Substitute  Fifth  Revised  Sheet  No. 
27F,  February  1, 1974. 

Substitute  Sixth  Revised  Sheet  No.  27F, 
May  1. 1974. 

Original  Sheet  No.  2TE(1) ,  June  26, 1974. 
Original  Sheet  No.  27E(11) ,  June  26, 1974. 
Original  Sheet  No.  27E(Ui) ,  June  26, 1974, 

FPC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Revised  Volume  No.  2. 
Substitute  Fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  92, 
November  1, 1973. 

Substitute  Fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  110, 
November  1,  1973. 

Substitute  Ftfth  Revised  Sheet  No.  129, 
November  1,  1973. 

Substitute  Fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  130, 
November  1,  1973. 

Substitute  Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  141, 
November  1,  1973. 

Substitute  Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  142, 
November  1,  1973. 

Substitute  Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  171, 
November  1,  1973. 

Substitute  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  214, 
November  1,  1973. 

Substitute  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  215, 
November  1,  1973. 

Substitute  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  231, 

November  1,  1973. 

Substitute  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  232, 

November  1,  1973. 

Substitute  First  Revised  Gttieet  No.  297, 

November  1,  1973. 

Substitute  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  316, 

November  1,  1973. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.  339,  November  1, 
1973. 

[PR  DOC74-18816  PHed  8-14-74;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  E-7788] 

MINNESOTA  POWER  &  UGHT  CO. 
Supplemental  Application 

August  9,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  31,  1974, 
Minnesota  Power  &  light  Company  (Ap¬ 
plicant)  filed  a  supplemental  application 
with  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
seeking  an  order  pursuant  to  section  204 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act  authorizing 
the  Company  to  enter  into  a  Supplemen¬ 
tal  Guaranty  Agreement  with  the 
Trustee  of  Pollution  Control  Revenue 
Bonds  to  be  issued  by  the  Village  of 
Cohasset,  Minnesota,  In  the  principal 
amount  of  $8,000,000  (additional  Bonds) , 
making  an  aggregate  of  $23,000,000  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  Bonds  authorized  to  be 
guaranteed  by  the  Company.  The  addi¬ 
tional  Bonds  will  be  sold  by  the  Village 
as  soon  as  possible  after  obtaining  ap¬ 
proval  of  this  Guaranty. 


•  Filed  as  part  of  original  document. 


Applicant  is  incorporated  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Minnesota,  with  its 
principal  place  of  business  at  Duluth, 
Minnesota,  and  is  engaged  in  the  electric 
utility  business  within  the  State  of 
Minnesota. 

The  additional  Bonds  of  the  Village 
will  be  sold  to  purchase  pollution  abate¬ 
ment  equipment  at  Minnesota  Power  b 
Light  Company’s  Clay  Boswell  Steam 
Electric  Generating  Station  adjacent  to 
Cohasset,  Minnesota,  which  installation 
is  expected  to  be  completed  in  1974.  Said 
equipment  will  be  leased  by  the  Village 
to  the  Applicant  and  payments  under 
said  Lease  will  be  sufficient  to  pay  prin¬ 
cipal,  premiiun,  if  any,  and  interest  due 
on  said  additional  Bonds.  The  additional 
Bonds  will  not  be  issued  by  the  Applicant. 
The  rate  of  interest  will  ^  negotiated  at 
a  private  sale  of  the  additional  Bonds  be¬ 
tween  the  Village  and  the  Underwriters. 

The  authorization  sought  is  for  Appli¬ 
cant  to  issue  a  supplemental  independent 
Guaranty  to  the  Trustee  for  the  benefit 
of  the  holders  of  the  additional  Bonds  of 
payment  of  principal,  premium,  if  any, 
and  interest  on  said  additional  Bonds. 
No  payments  will  be  required  under  the 
Guaranty  if  all  pasonents  are  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Lease. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  August 
26,  1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  pe¬ 
titions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  become  par¬ 
ties  to  a  proceeding. or  to  participate  as 
a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
petitions  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules.  The  application 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  is 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F,  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  74-18827  Piled  8-14-74;8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  POWER  SURVEY  TECHNICAL 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  CONSERVA¬ 
TION  OF  ENERGY 

Designation  of  Additional  Member 

August  12,  1974. 

The  Federal  Power  Commission,  by 
order  issued  September  28,  1972,  estab¬ 
lished  the  National  Power  Survey  Tech¬ 
nical  Advisory  Committees. 

2.  Membership;  An  additional  member 
of  the  Technical  Advisory  Committee  on 
Conservatifm  of  Energy,  as  selected  by 
the  Cjhairman  of  the  Commission,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Commission  is  as 
follows: 

Roger  W.  Sant,  Assistant  Administrator 
Designate.  Conservation  and  Environment, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 


Mr.  Sant  replaces  Mr.  Eric  Zausner. 
By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  PLxnoB. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18841  PUed  8-14-74;8;46  am] 


[Docket  No.  R-389-B] 

NATURAL  GAS  SALES 
Reasonable  Rates 

August  12,  1974. 

The  order  issued  August  2, 1974,  in  this 
proceeding  should  be  amended  to  enjoin . 
and  authorize  parties  having  common 
cause  or  interests  to  combine  where  feas¬ 
ible  to  make  a  joint  presentation  during 
the  oral  argument  scheduled  to  take 
place  on  August  22  and  23,  1974,  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  said  order. 

Consequently,  we  shall  amend  the 
order  of  August  2,  1974,  so  that  parties 
may  combine  or  group  themselves  to 
make  a  joint  rather  than  several  argu¬ 
ments. 

The  Commission  orders:  ’The  order  is¬ 
sued  August  2,  1974,  in  this  proceeding 
is  amended  by  adding  a  new  ordering 
paragraph  (D)  thereto  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

«  •  •  G  • 

(D)  Such  parties  desiring  to  present 
oral  argument  who  have  common  cause 
or  Interests  or  have  reason  to  believe 
their  presentations  will  be  substantially 
similar,  may  combine  or  so  group  them¬ 
selves  to  make  a  joint  presentation  dur¬ 
ing  the  oral  argument,  and  may  make 
their  requests  for  an  allotment  of  time 
accordingly. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18817  PUed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  E-88191 

NIAGARA  MOHAWK  POWER  CORP. 
Amendment  to  Transmission  Agreement 
August  9, 1974, 

Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corporation 
(Niagara)  on  May  28,  1974,  tendered  for 
filing  a  letter  agreement  dated  March  1, 
1974  which  constitutes  an  amendment 
to  the  transmission  agre«nent  dated 
July  21,  1966  between  Niagara  and  New 
York  State  Electric  &  Gas  Corporation 
(NYSE&G)  which  is  <m  file  with  the 
Commission  as  Niagara’s  Rate  Schedule 
PPC  No.  51,  with  Supplements  Nos.  1, 
3  and  4  currently  in  effect. 

Niagara  states  that  the  supplementary 
agreement  filed  herewith  is  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  amending  the  rate  schedule  to 
refiect  the  deletion  of  two  existing  points 
of  interconnection  which  will  no  longer 
be  subject  to  transmission  charges.  Cur¬ 
rently  effective  Supplement  No.  3  would 
be  cancelled  in  its  entirety.  Revised  Ap- 
pendices’Nos.  1, 2  and  3  to  the  rate  sched¬ 
ule  are  included  in  the  amendment.  Nlag- 
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ara  requests  waiver  of  prior  notice  pro¬ 
visions. 

(No  statement  of  service  of  copies  of 
the  filing,  pursuant  to  §S  35.13(a)  and 
1.17(b) ,  and  no  proposed  notice  for  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  §  35.8(a)  of  the  Commission’s  reg¬ 
ulations  imder  the  Federal  Power  Act, 
were  included  in  the  filing.) 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  'the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20423,  In 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  pe¬ 
titions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  22,  1974.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  In  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  prot^- 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  A^  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

E^enneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.  74-18826  Filed  8-14-74;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-18] 

NORTHWEST  PIPELINE  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  6, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  18,  1974, 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation  (Appli¬ 
cant),  P.O.  Box  1526,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84110,  filed  In  Docket  No.  CP75-18 
an  application  pursuant  to  section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  sale  for  resale  and  deliv¬ 
ery  of  additional  volumes'  of  natural  gas 
to  certain  of  its  customers,  to  be  received 
from  Washington  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Washington  Natural)  as  operator  of  the 
Jackson  Prairie  Storage  Project  (Jack- 
son  Prairie),  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
In  the  application  which  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Applicant  seeks  authorization  to  in¬ 
crease  the  presently  authorized  maxi¬ 
mum  daily  voliune  sale  and  delivery  of 
gas  received  from  Jackson  Prairie  from 
240,000  Mcf  to  300,000  Mcf  for  the  period 
October  16,  1974,  through  April  15,  1975. 
Further,  Applicant  seeks  authorization  to 
Increase  the  total  seasonal  quantity  from 
a  presently  authorized  volume  of  7,600,- 
000  Mcf  to  8,500,000  Mcf  for  a  period 
from  each  October  16  through  the  next 
succeeding  April  15.  The  application 
states  that  the  increased  daily  volume  of 
60,000  Mcf  will  be  on  a  best  efforts  basis 
by  Applicant  and  Washington  Natural 
and,  therefore,  will  only  be  made  avail¬ 
able  when  they,  in  their  judgment,  can 
make  such  additional  deliverability  avail¬ 
able.  Applicaht  proposes  to  inject,  during 
the  forthcoming  off-peak  months  the 
presently  authorized  seasonal  withdrawal 
volume  of  7,600,000  Mcf  of  gas  plus  an 


additional  2,000,000  Mcf  of  gas  represent¬ 
ing  an  Increase  of  1,100,000  Mcf  of 
cushion  gas  and  900,000  Mcf  of  working 
gas.  Applicant  states  that  It  will,  to  the 
extent  necessary,  curtail  the  delivery  of 
volumes  of  Interruptible  gas  to  assure  the 


Applicant  proposes  to  allocate  the 
60,000  Mcf  of  additional  deliverability  as 
follows: 

Proposed  Allocation 

Additional 
best  egorts 

Customers:  deliverability 


Callfomia-Paciflc  Utilities  Co —  1,465 

Cascade  Natural  Oas  Co _  9, 255 

Intermountain  Oas  Co _ _ 

Northwest  Natural  Gas  Co _ 12,840 

Peoples  Natural  Oas  Division  of 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co -  250 

Southwest  Gas  Co - - 

Washington  Natural  Oas  Co.  and 
Washington  Water  Power  Co. 
jointly  . 36,190 


Total  — _ _  60,000 


Applicant  states  that  the  additional 
deliverability  will  not  affect  the  total 
seasonal  quantity  allocated  to  the  various 
customers  but  will  make  available  on  a 
best  efforts  basis  additional  daily  volumes 
to  those  storage  customers  desirous  of 
such  service.  Applicant  adds  that  the 
proposed  additional  seasonal  volumes 
and  additional  deliverability  have  been 
agreed  upon  between  Applicant  and  Its 
customers. 

Applicant  states  that  the  additional 
peak  day  supply  will  be  used  to  offset 
partially  the  curtailment  of  Applicant  by 
its  major  gas  supply  source  from  Canada 
and  will  not  be  utilized  to  make  new  or 
additional  gas  sales.  Applicant  further 
states  that  effecting  the  sale  and  delivery 
of  the  proposed  additional  volumes  will 
require  neither  additional  facilities  nor 
any  significant  increase  in  Applicant’s 
costs. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protests  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before  Au¬ 
gust  26, 1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10) 
and  the  regulations  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve 
to  make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 


availability  of  full  storage  service  at  the 
outset  of  the  1974-75  heating  season. 

As  a  result  of  the  Instant  proposal. 
Applicant  states  that  its  contract  de¬ 
mand  and  seasonal  allocations  imder  its 
Rate  Schedule  SGS-1  will  be  as  follows: 


proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  tq  be¬ 
come  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  a  petition  to  Intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  juris^ction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natmal  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed, 
or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  imless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.74-18593  FUed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8822] 

OKLAHOMA  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Electric  Service  Agreement 

August.  9,  1974. 

Oklahoma  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
(OG&E)  on  May  30,  1974,  tendered  for 
filing  an  Agreement  for  Electric  Service, 
dated  May  £,  1974  between  OG&E  and 
Arkansas  Valley  Electric  Cooperative 
Corporation  (Coop).  The  Agreement 
provides  for  service  at  the  East  Ozark 
point  of  delivery  commencing  June  15, 
1974  or  on  the  date  the  facilities  for 
furnishing  the  service  are  placed  in  serv- 
vice.  Billing  for  the  services  rendered 
will  be  under  OG&E’s  Rural  Cooperative 
Rate  PN-2,  its  standard  wholesale  ser¬ 
vice-rate  schedule  for  all  Rural  Electric 


Customer 

Current  allocations,  Mcf 

Contract  Seasonal 

demand  quantity 

Proposed  allocations,'  Mcf 

Contract  Seasonal 

demand  quantity 

8,168 

25,657 

18,405 

82,418 

352 

100,324 

812,476 

682,819 

1,026,552 

11,162 

3,168 

25,667 

18,405 

24,447 

8.52 

7,971 

160,000 

112,200 
908,  &50 
651,950 
865,866 
12,467 
282,200 

6,666,667 

Northwest  Natural  Oas  Co . . . -■ 

Peoples  Natural  Oas  Division  of  Northern  Natural  Qas  Co. 

Washington  Natural  Oas  Co.  and  Washington  Water  Power 
Co.  Jointly . - . - 

160,000 

5,066,667 

Total . 

240,000 

7,600,000 

240,000 

8,500,000 

>  Exclusive  of  the  00,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  additional  deliverability  proposed  herein. 

*  Applicant  states  that  Southwest  has  requested  storage  service  for  the  1974-75  beating  season  and  thereafter,  and 
the  allocation  to  Southwest  has  previously  been  agreed  to  by  the  other  storage  eustomers. 
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Cooperatives.  OG&E  indicates  that  copy 
of  the  filing  has  been  mailed  to  Coop. 

(No  proposed  notice  for  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register,  piu^ant  to 
§  35.8(a)  of  the  Commission’s  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Federal  Power  Act,  Is 
included  in  the  filing.) 

Any  perscn  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street.  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
In  accordance  vith  §§1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10) .  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  23.  1974.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Protes¬ 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection, 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18821  Piled  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


[Project  No.  1894] 

SOUTH  CAROLINA  ELECTRIC  &  GAS  CO. 

Withdrawal  of  Intervention 

August  9,  1974. 

On  July  26, 1972.  South  Carolina  Elec¬ 
tric  &  Gas  Company  (Applicant)  of 
Columbia,  South  Carolina,  filed  an 
amended  application  for  new  license  re¬ 
questing:  (1)  a  new  license  under  section 
15  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  (Act)  for 
the  existing  14.9  megawatt  (mW)  Parr 
Hydroelectric  Project  No.  1894,  (2) 
authorization  to  construct  a  518.4  mW 
pmnped  storage  development  (Fairfield 
Pumped  Storage  Facility)  which  would 
utilize  the  enlarged  Parr  Reservoir  as 
the  lower  pool,  and  (3)  authorization  to 
use  the  upper  pool  (Monticello  Reser¬ 
voir)  of  the  Fairfield  facility  as  a  cooling 
impoundment  for  a  proposed  900  mW 
nuclear  steam-electric  generating  facil¬ 
ity,  known  as  Unit  1  of  the  V.  C.  Summer 
Nuclear  Complex,  for  which  a  construc¬ 
tion  permit  was  is.sued  by  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  in  A  E.C.  Docket  No. 
50-395  on  March  21.  1973. 

This  amended  application  supersedes 
parts  of  the  original  new  license  applica¬ 
tion  for  the  existing  hydroelectric 
project  filed  June  19,  1969,  and  amended 
February  27  and  November  16,  1970,  as 
well  as  parts  of  a  subsequent  application 
filed  September  30,  1971,  and  revised 
March  1,  1972,  which  embraces  the  con- 
cei>t  of  project  redevelopment  to  include 
the  Fairfield  Facility  and  the  use  of 
water  from  the  Monticello  Reservoir  for 
cooling  purposes  in  connection  with  the 
V.  C.  Summer  Nuclear  Complex.  Public 
notice  of  the  June  19.  1969,  new  license 
application  was  issued  January  14,  1971, 
with  March  3,  1971,  as  the  last  day 
for  filing  protests  or  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene.  Notice  w'as  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  23,  1971 
(36  PR  1171).  No  protests  or  petitions 


to  Intervene  were  filed  in  response  to 
such  notice.  Public  notice  of  the 
amended  application  was  issued  No¬ 
vember  1,  19*72,  with  January  8.  1973,  as 
the  last  day  for  filing  protests  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  Intervene.  Notice  of  the  amended 
application  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  November  8,  1972  (37  FR 
23750). 

Petitions  to  Intervene  out-of-time 
were  tendered  for  filing  by  Robert  A. 
and  Martha  M.  Westbrook  on  April  9, 
1973,  as  amended  August  3,  1973,  and 
by  W.  R.  Robinson  on  March  6,  1974. 
The  petitioners  are  owners  of  land,  some 
of  which  will  have  to  be  acquired  if  the 
project  is  built.  ’ITiey  request  that  a 
hearing  be  held  to  consider  the  issues 
raised  by  their  pleadings.  By  Orders  is¬ 
sued  October  4,  1973,  and  April  23,  1974, 
the  respective  petitions  to  intervene  were 
accepted  for  filing  and  granted,  with  this 
Commission  reserving  for  future  con¬ 
sideration  the  question  of  a  hearing. 

Subsequently,  on  July  30,  1974,  coun¬ 
sel  for  W.  R.  Robinson  informed  the 
Commission  by  letter  that  a  settlement 
had  been  negotiated  with  the  company 
and  requested  that  the  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  be  withdrawn. 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Commission 
Staff’s  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  was  issued  on  August  31, 1973, 
and  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  September  7,  1973  (38  FR  24418). 
Notice  of  availability  of  Commission 
staff’s  final  environmental  Impact  state¬ 
ment  was  issued  on  March  13,  1974,  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  20.  1974  (39  FR  10486).  On 
March  20,  1974,  10  copies  of  the  staff’s 
final  environmental  impact  statement 
were  transmitted  to  the  Coimcil  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality. 

We  believe  a  hearing  should  be  held 
on  the  issues  raised  in  the  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  heretofore  filed  by  Robert  A, 
and  Martha  M.  Westbrook.  Therefore, 
we  are  providing  for  a  pre-hearing  con¬ 
ference  and  hearing  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  §§1.18  and  1.20  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure,  18  CFR  1.18  and  1.20  (1974). 

Since  this  application  Involves  sub¬ 
stantial  new  generating  capacity,  it  is 
our  desire  that  the  healing  be  expedited 
as  much  as  possible  consistent  with  due 
process. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  It  is  appro¬ 
priate  and  in  the  public  Interest  to  hold 
a  pre-hearing  conference  and  hearing  as 
hereinafter  provided,  respecting  the  is¬ 
sues  presented  in  the  iietitlon.to  inter¬ 
vene  filed  by  Robert  A.  and  Martha  M. 
Westbrook. 

(2)  Petitioner  W.  R.  Robinson  should 
be  permitted  to  withdraw  his  interven¬ 
tion. 

(3)  The  Administrative  Law  Judge 
should  develop  a  full  and  complete  record 
of  evidence  bearing  on  the  application, 
but  in  order  to  expedite  the  hearing,  he 
should  provide  opportunity  for  cross-ex¬ 
amination  only  in  those  areas  where  a 
party.  Including  Commission  Staff  Coun¬ 
sel,  gives  notice  at  the  pre-hearing  con¬ 
ference  of  its  desire  to  cross-examine 


witnesses  in  specific  areas  or  on  specific 
questions  of  fact. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  hi  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Power  Commission  by  the 
Federal  Power  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearing  shall  be  held  in  a  hearing 
room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street  NE..  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  respecting  the  matters  Involved 
and  the  issues  presented  In  the  petition 
to  Intervene  filed  by  Robert  A.  and  Mar¬ 
tha  M.  Westbrook. 

(B)  Counsel  for  the  Applicant,  the 
Intervenor  and  Commission  Staff  shall 
by  August  30.  1974,  serve  on  each  other 
and  the  Administrative  Law  Judge  a  de¬ 
tailed  statement  of  facts  together  with 
proF)osed  findings  of  facts. 

(C)  A  pre-hearing  conference  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  provisions  of  §  1.18  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure.  18  CFR  1.18  (1974) .  shall  be  held 
in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  at  10  a.m.  on  September  10, 
1974.  Counsel  for  the  Applicant,  the 
Intervenor  and  Commission  Staff  shall* 
be  prepared  to  state  at  the  prehearing 
conference  which  statements  of  fact  and 
proix>sed  findings  of  fact  they  Intend  to 
dispute  and  in  which  areas  they  wish  to 
cross-examine  witnesses. 

(D)  The  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  shall  set  a  schedule  for  the  filing 
of  evidence  to  be  made  a  part  of  the  rec¬ 
ord  to  support  all  proposed  findings  of 
fact  not  disputed  or  controverted  by 
counsel  for  any  of  the  parties  or  Cwn- 
mlssion  Staff  Counsel. 

(E)  The  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  shall  set  a  schedule  for  service 
of  prepared  direct  testimony  and  appear¬ 
ance  of  witnesses  to  support  all  contro¬ 
verted  statements  of  fact  and  proposed 
findings.  After  completion  of  cross- 
examination  of  such  witnesses,  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  rebuttal  testimony  shall  be 
provided  in  either  written  or  oral  form 
at  the  discretion  of  the  Administrative 
Law  Judge. 

(F)  Only  upon  good  cause  showm, 
which  must  Include  a  showing  of  the 
reasons  a  party  has  not  previously  raised 
an  issue,  the  Presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge  may,  in  his  discretion,  permit 
a  party  to  raise  new  controverted  issues 
and  request  cross-examination  of  wit¬ 
nesses  thereon. 

(G)  Intervenor  W.  R.  Robinson  is 
hereby  jjermitted  to  withdraw  his  inter¬ 
vention. 

By  the  Commission. 

iSEALl  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18822  Piled  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


[Project  No.  298 J 

SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  EDISON  CO. 
Issuance  of  Interim  License 

August  8,  1974. 

On  May  2,  1973,  Southern  California 
Edison  Company,  Licensee  for  Kaweah 
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Project  No.  298,  located  on  the  Kaweah 
River  in  Sequoia  National  Park,  l^are 
County,  California,  filed  an  application 
for  a  new  license  under  the  Federal 
Power  Act  (16  U.S.C.  §  791  et  seq.)  and 
Commission  regulations  thereunder 
(Part  4  and  §§  16.12-16.13) . 

The  license  for  Project  No.  298  was  is¬ 
sued  effective  August  7, 1924  for  a  period 
ending  August  8,  1974.  In  order  to  au¬ 
thorize  continued  operation  of  the  proj¬ 
ect  pursuant  to  section  9(b)  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
§  558(c) )  pending  completion  of  Li¬ 
censee’s  application  and  Commission  ac¬ 
tion  thereon,  it  is  appropriate  and  in  the 
public  interest  to  issue  an  interim  license 
to  Southern  California  Edison  Company 
for  continued  operation  and  maintenance 
of  Kaweah  Project  No.  298. 

Take  notice  that  an  interim  license  is 
issued  to  Southern  California  Edison 
Company  (Licensee)  under  section  9(b) 

*  of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  for 
the  period  August  9,  1974,  to'  August  8, 
1975,  or  vmtil  the  issuance  of  a  new  li¬ 
cense  for  the  project,  whichever  comes 
first,  for  the  continued  operation  and 
maintenance  of  the  Kaweah  Project  No. 
298,  subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  its  present  license. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-18835  Piled  8-14-74; 8: 46  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI72-662,  etc.] 

SUN  OIL  CO.  ET  AL. 

Termination  of  Proceedings;  Correction 
July  30,  1974. 

In  the  notice  of  termination  of  certifi¬ 
cates  Issued  June  28, 1974,  and  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  July  9,  1974, 
39  FR  25255,  Page  25255;  After  “CI74-695 
Inexco  Oil  Company”  add  “CI74-697 
Rains  k  Williamson”,  Page  25255:  Delete 
‘‘CI74-704  Phillips  Petroleum  Company”, 
and  Page  25256;  After  “CI74-712  Mon¬ 
santo  Company”  add  “CI74-714  Blaine 
Dunbar”. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-18836  Piled  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO. 

[Docket  Nos.  RP73-114,  RP74-24,  and 
RP74-73] 

Rehearing  Amending  Prior  Order 

August  9,  1974. 

On  July  25,  1974,  Tennessee  Gas  Pipe¬ 
line  filed  herein  an  application  for  clarifi¬ 
cation,  reconsideration,  or  rehearing  of 
the  Commission’s  order  Issued  in  these 
dockets  on  Jime  28,  1974.  Insofar  as  is 
pertinent  to  the  application,  the  June  28 
order  suspended  Tennessee’s  proposed 
PGA  tracking  rate  Increase  for  one  day 
and  permitted  it  to  become  effective 
thereafter  on  July  2, 1974,  subject  to  re¬ 
fund.  The  suspension  was  based  upon  the 
fact  that  Tennessee’s  requested  rate  in¬ 


crease  was  premised,  in  part,  on  small 
producers  and  emergency  purchases  at 
rates  which  might  be  excessive. 

Tennessee  points  out  that  of  the  total 
PGA  increase  of  3.75  cents  per  Mcf,  only 
about  .19  cents  per  Mcf  Is  predicated 
upon  small  producer  and  emergency  pur¬ 
chases.  It  is  Tennessee’s  position  that 
only  the  .19  cents  per  Mcf  related  to  small 
producer  and  emergency  purchases 
should  be  subject  to  refund,  and  that  the 
remaining  portion  of  the  increase  should 
be  released  from  suspension  and  refund 
obligation. 

Tennessee’s  arguments  are  persuasive, 
and  its  request  for  relief  will  accordingly 
be  granted. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  this  order,  Ten¬ 
nessee  shall  file  substitute  revised  tariff 
sheets  incorporating  that  portion  of  its 
PGA  rate  adjustment  reflecting  pur¬ 
chased  gas  costs  other  than  those  related 
to  small  producer  or  emergency  pur¬ 
chases,  to  be  effective  July  1,  1974,  with¬ 
out  refund  obligation. 

(B)  In  all  other  respects  the  order  of 
June  28,  1974,  shall  remain  in  full  force 
and  effect. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18832  Filed  8-14-74;8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  E-8619] 

WISCONSIN  ELECTRIC  POWER  CO.  AND 
WISCONSIN  MICHIGAN  POWER  CO. 

Extension  of  Time  and  Postponement  of 
Hearing 

August  9,  1974. 

On  July  30,  1974,  Staff  Counsel  filed 
a  motion  for  an  extension  of  the  pro¬ 
cedural  dates  fixed  by  order  issued  April 
19,  1974,  in  the  above-designated  matter. 
The  motion  states  that  there  is  no  objec¬ 
tion  to  the  motion  by  any  of  the  parties. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  evidence  by  Staff,  September  16, 
1974. 

Intervener’s  Evidence,  September  30,  1974. 
Service  of  rebuttal  evidence  by  (Company,  Oc¬ 
tober  14,  1974. 

Hearing,  October  29,  1974  (10  a.m.  e.d.t.). 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18839  Filed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  PREVAILING  RATE 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Committee  Meetings 
E»ursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
10  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  effective  January  5, 
1973,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  meet¬ 
ings  of  the  Federal  Prevailing  Rate  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  will  be  held  on: 


Thursday,  September  6,  1974 
Thursday,  September  12, 1974 
Thursday,  September  19,  1974 
Thursday,  September  26,  1974 

The  meetings  will  convene  at  10  a.m. 
and  will  be  held  in  Room  5A06A,  Civil 
Service  Commission  Building,  1900  E 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  committee’s  primary  responsibil¬ 
ity  is  to  study  the  prevailing  rate  system 
and  from  time  to  time  advise  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  thereon. 

At  these  scheduled  meetings,  the  com¬ 
mittee  will  consider  proposed  plans  for 
implementation  of  Pub.  L.  92-392,  which 
law  estabhshes  pay  systems  for  Federal 
prevailing  rate  employees. 

The  meetings  will  be  closed  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  on  the  basis  of  a  determination  un¬ 
der  section  10(d)  of  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463) 
that  the  closing  is  necessary  in  order  to 
provide  the  members  with  the  opportu¬ 
nity  to  advance  proposals  and  counter¬ 
proposals  in  meaningful  debate  on  is¬ 
sues  related  solely  to  the  Federal  Wage 
System  with  the  view  toward  ultimately 
formulating  advisory  policy  recommen¬ 
dations  for  the  consideration  of  the  Civil 
Service  Commission. 

However,  members  of  the  public  who 
wish  to  do  so,  are  invited  to  submit  ma¬ 
terial  in  writing  to  the  Chairman  con¬ 
cerning  matters  felt  to  be  deserving  of 
the  committee’s  attention.  Additional  in¬ 
formation  concerning  these  meetings 
may  be  obtained  by  contacting  the  Chair¬ 
man,  Federal  Prevailing  Rate  Advisory 
Committee,  Room  5451,  1900  E  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20415. 

David  T.  Roadley, 
Chairman,  Federal  Prevailing 
Rate  Advisory  Committee. 

August  12,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-18762  Filed  8-14-74;8:46  am] 

GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 
REGULATORY  REPORTS  REVIEW 
Receipt  of  Report  Proposals 

The  following  requests  for  clearance 
of  reports  intended  for  use  in  collecting 
information  from  the  public  were  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review 
Staff,  GAO,  on  August  2,  1974.  See  44 
U.S.C.  3512  (c)  &  (d).  The  purpose  of 
publishing  this  list  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  is  to  Inform  the  public  of  such 
receipt. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  and  the  frequency  with 
which  the  information  is  proposed  to  be 
collected. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  list  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Regulatory  Reports  Review  OfiBcer,  202- 
376-5300. 

Federal  Communications  Commission 

Request  for  clearance  of  a  change 
Schedule  70C  of  Annual  Report  Form 
to  change  and  widen  the  range  of  houi 
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wage  categories  fr<»n  15  to  19;  respond¬ 
ents  affected  are  66  telephone  compa¬ 
nies;  frequency  Is  annual;  estimated  In¬ 
crease  in  bmden  is  minimal. 

Norman  F.  Heyl. 

Regulatory  Reports 
Review  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.74-18844  Filed  8-14-74:8:45  am) 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Federal  Property  Management  Regs.; 
Temporary  Reg.  H-141 

SECRETARY  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Delegation  of  Authority 

1.  Purpose.  This  regulation  delegates 
authority  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  outlease  oil  and  gas  deposits  in  the 
lands  of  the  Sioux  Army  Depot,  Sidney, 
Nebraska;  Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Gray¬ 
son  County,  Texas;  and  Camp  Wallace, 
Hitchcock,  Texas. 

2.  Effective  date.  This  delegation  of 
authority  is  effective  immediately. 

3.  Background.  GSA  canceled  a  sale 
of  minerals  in  the  lands  of  the  Sioux 
Army  Depot  at  the  request  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior.  Pursuant  to 
discussions  concerning  the  disposition  of 
minerals,  GSA  and  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  prepared  a  joint  letter  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  requesting  advice  as  to  whether 
the  Administration’s  policy  is  to  lease  or 
sell  Federal  mineral  deposits.  OMB  ad¬ 
vises  that  Administration  policy  is  to  give 
preference  to  leasing  mineral  deposits  for 
exploration  and  production.  It  is  consid¬ 
ered  that  the  b^t  Interest  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  be  served  by  GSA’s  dele¬ 
gating  authority  to  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  to  lease  the  oil  and  gas  de¬ 
posits  in  these  properties  since  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior  has  expertise 
and  experience  in  the  development  and 
leasing  of  such  deposits. 

4.  Delegation,  a.  Pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  me  by  sections  203  and 
205(d)  of  the  Federal  Property  and  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended  (40  U.S.C.  484, 486(d) ) ,  author¬ 
ity  is  delegated  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  lease  the  oil  and  gas  deposits 
at  (1)  Sioux  Army  Depot.  Sidney,  Ne¬ 
braska  (GSA  No.  D-NEBR-447-P) ;  (2) 
Perrin  Air  Force  Base,  Grayson  County, 
Texas  (D-TEX-540-V) ;  and  (3)  Camp 
Wallace,  Hitchcock,  Texas  (GR-TEX- 
642).  When  the  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior  has  completed  the  disposal  of  all 
the  oil  and  gas  that  is  commercially  sale¬ 
able,  it  shall  notify  GSA  that  the  project 
has  been  completed. 

b.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may 
redelegate  this  authority  to  any  officer, 
official,  or  employee  of  the  Department 
of  the  Interior. 

c.  This  authority  shall  be  exercised  in 
accordance  with  the  Federal  ProiJerty 
and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended,  other  applicable  statutes, 
and  regulations  issued  pursuant  thereto. 
In  this  regard,  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  as  the  dispel  agency,  shall  be 


responsible  for  (1)  sec\irlng  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  FPMR  101-47.202-4  any  ap¬ 
praisals  deemed  necessary  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary;  (2)  complying  with  the  provisions 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969;  (3)  complying  with  section 
106  of  the  National  Historic  Preservation 
Act  of  1966,  if  appropriate;  and  (4)  en¬ 
suring  that  lands  that  are  disturbed  or 
damaged  are  restored  after  removal  of 
the  oil  and  gas  is  completed. 

d.  A  copy  of  any  documents  executed 
under  this  delegation  shall  be  forwarded 
immediately  to  the  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  (PK),  Washington,  DO 
20405. 

Arthur  F.  Sampson, 
Administrator  of  General  Services. 

August  7, 1974. 

(FR  Doc.74-18796  FUed  8-14r-74:8;46  ami 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  rep>orts  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  Information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  August  12,  1974  (44  USC 
3509).  The  purpose  of  publishing  this 
list  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform 
the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of 
information;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable:  the  frequency  with  which  the 
information  is  proposed  to  be  collected; 
the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  reviewing 
division  within  OMB,  and  an  indication 
of  who  wdll  be  the  respondents  to  the 
proposed  collection. 

The  symbol  (x)  identifies  proposals 
which  appear  to  raise  no  significant  is¬ 
sues,  and  are  to  be  approved  after  brief 
notice  through  this  release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  Daily  List  may  be  obtained  from 
the  (Tlearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503, (202-395-4529). 

New  Forms 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Economic  Research  Service:  Survey  of  Pecan 

Shelters  and  Processors.  Form _ _  Single 

Time,  Lowry,  Pecan  Shellers  and  Processors. 
Farmers  Home  Administration:  Request  for 
Contract  of  Guarantee  (Emergency  Live¬ 
stock  Loan).  Form  PmHA  449-26,  Occa¬ 
sional,  Lowry,  Lenders  in  Rural  Areas. 

DEPARTMENT  OT  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  the  Census:  Census  of  Companies 
Industrial  Cooperation  Arrangements  In 
Eastern  Europe,  Form  DIB-e92P,  DIB-693P, 
Single  Time,  Welner/Lowry,  Major  Inter¬ 
national  Corporations. 

DEPARTMENT  OP  BOUSING  AND  URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

Departmental:  State/Local  Referral  Agency 
Reporting  Form,  Form _ _  Monthly,  Low¬ 

ry,  State  and  Local  Agencies. 


DEPARTMENT  OT  THE  TREASURT 

UB.  Customs  Service:  Manifest  of  Baggage 
Sh4)ped  In  Bond,  Form  7520,  Occasional. 
Caywood,  Commercial  Air  and  RaU  Car¬ 
riers. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

EooniMulc  Research  Service:  (1)  Ginning 
Charges  and  Related  Data,  (2)  Seed  Cotton 
and  Lint  Weights,  Forms  ERS-46,  ERS- 
45,  Annual,  Lowry,  Cotton  Gins. 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITT 

Land  Use  Survey:  Form,  Single  Time,  Lowry, 
Farm  Operators  along  Bear  Creek  and 
Floodway. 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

State  Nursing  Home  Project:  Construction 
AppUcatlon,  Parts  I-IV,  Form  10-1161,  Oc¬ 
casional,  Ix)wry,  State  Agencies. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OT  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  the  Census:  Manufacturers’  Ship¬ 
ments.  InventOTles  and  Orders  (Pilot  Test 
of  Supplemental  Scunple),  Form  M3-1A. 
M3-1B,  Monthly,  Weiner,  ManufiMXtuiing 
(I^ompanleB. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Health  Services  Administration:  Agency 
Reporting  System.  Form  HRANCHS  0722, 
Annual,  Lowry,  New  Inpatient  health  fa¬ 
cilities. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOP¬ 
MENT 

Departmental:  Housing  Allowance  Supply 
Experiment  Survey  of  Landlords,  Form 

- ,  Annual,  Evlnger,  Owners  of  Real 

Estate  In  two  SMSA’s. 

Housing  Allowance  Supply  Experiment  Sur¬ 
vey  of  Tenants  and  Homeowners:  Form 

- -  Annual.  Evlnger,  Households  In  two 

sample  SMSA's. 

SMITHSONIAN  INSTITUTION 

An  Analysis  of  Visitor  Attendance  Patterns 
and  Opinions  at  the  National  Zoological 
Park:  Form  SI-2578,  Occasional,  Planchon, 
Visitors  to  National  Zoological  Park. 

NATIONAL  SCIENCX  FOUNDATION 

Science  Development  Grant  Report  Forms: 
Form _ ,  Annual,  Evlnger,  Science  De¬ 

velopment  Grants. 

SELECTIVE  SERVICE  SYSTEM 

Amendment  to  Order  to  Report  for  Alter¬ 
nate  Service:  Form  SSS  153-A,  Occasional, 
Evlnger,  Employers  Accepting  I-O  Regis¬ 
trants. 

Application  for  Voluntary  Induction:  Form 
SSS  254,  Occasional,  Evlnger,  SSS  Regis¬ 
trants. 

Application  for  Volunteer  tor  Alternate 
^rvlce:  Form  151,  Occasional,  Evlnger,  I-O 
Registrants. 

Availability  of  Registrants:  Form  SSS  117, 
Monthly,  Evlnger,  Selective  Service  Em¬ 
ployees. 

Conscientious-Objector  Skills  Question¬ 
naire:  Form  SS  152,  Occasional.  Evlnger, 
Conscientious  Objectors. 

Employer’s  Statement  of  Availability  ot  Job 
as  Alternate  Service:  Form  SSS  166,  Oc¬ 
casional,  Evlnger,  SSS  Registrants. 

Form  for  Minister  of  Religion :  Form  SSS  175, 
Occasional,  Evlnger,  SSS  Registrants. 

Form  for  Registrant  with  Court  Record: 
Form  SSS  178,  Occasional,  Evlnger,  888 
Registrants. 
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Form  for  Surviving  Son:  Form  883  174,  Oc- 
caslonsa,  Evinger,  SSS  Registrants. 

Graduate  or  Professional  College  Student 
Certificate:  Forms  883  103  and  108A,  Oo- 
caslonal,  Evinger,  Universities. 

Induction  &  Medical  Determinations  (Ex¬ 
cluding  Medical  8peciallst) :  Form  SSS  205, 
Monthly,  Evinger,  883  Employees. 

Monthly  Activities  Report  of  Class  IW  Reg¬ 
istrants:  Form  883  168,  Monthly,  Evinger, 
SSS  State  Headquarters. 

SELECTIVE  SESVICE  STSTESC 

Monthly  Report  of  Availability  of  Class  I-O 
Registrants:  Form  SSS  157,  Monthly, 
Evinger,  SSS  State  Headquarters. 

Notice  of  Confinement  or  Release,  from  Con¬ 
finement:  Form  SSS  305,  Ox:asional, 
Evinger,  Wardens  of  Federal  or  State 
Prisons. 

Request  for  Relief  Prom  Training  &  Service 
in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States: 
Form  SSS  130,  Occasional,  Evinger,  Aliens. 

Special  Form  for  Alien  or  Dual  National: 
Form  SSS  131,  Occasional,  Evinger,  Allens 
Claiming  Dual  Nationality. 

Special  Form  for  Consclentloua  Objector: 
Form  SSS  150,  Occasional.  Evinger,  Reg¬ 
istrants. 

Special  Form  for  Divinity  Student:  Form 
SSS  172,  Occasional,  Evinger,  Divinity  Stu¬ 
dents. 

Student  Certificate:  Forms  SSS  109  and  109 A. 
Occasional,  Evinger,  Schools  and  Univer¬ 
sities. 

Transfer  for  Armed  Forces  Examination: 

'  Form  SSS  230,  Occasional,  Evinger.  SSS 
ReglLtrants. 

Velua  N.  Baldwin, 
Assistant  to  the  Director 
for  Administration. 

(PR  Doc.74^18906  FUed  8-14r-74:8:46  am] 

POSTAL  SERVICE 
POSTAL  SERVICE  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  a  meeting 
of  the  Postal  Service  Advisory  Council 
will  be  held  on  Monday,  September  9, 
1974,  In  room  10374  of  the  UB.  Postal 
Service  Headquarters  building  at  475 
L’Enfant  Plaza  West  SW^  Washington, 
D.C.  20260. 

The  Postal  Service  Advisory  Council 
was  established  by  39  U.S.C.  206.  which 
provides  that  “(t)he  Postal  Service  shall 
consult  with  and  receive  the  advice  of 
the  Advisory  Council  regarding  all  as¬ 
pects  of  postal  operations.” 

The  meeting  has  been  called  for  con¬ 
sideration  by  the  Council  of  the  role  of 
the  Advisory  Council.  The  meeting  is 
open  to  the  public.  Persons  wishing  to 
be  present  or  to  obtain  further  informa¬ 
tion  on  this  meeting  should  contact  Mrs. 
Rita  Moroney,  Office  of  the  Postmaster 
General,  room  10171,  U.S.  Postal  Service, 

’  475  L’Enfant  Plaza  West  SW..  Washing¬ 

ton,  D.C.  Mrs.  Moroney’s  telephone  niun- 
beris202  245-5343. 

Roger  P.  Craig, 
Deputy  General  Counsel. 

I  PR  Doc.74-18721  Piled  8-14-74,8:45  ami 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File  No.  24SF-399SI 
ACME  INTERNATIONAL  CORP. 

Order  Temporarily  Suspending  Exemption 
August  6,  1974. 

I.  Acme  International  Corporation. 
Suite  1700,  445  South  Figueroa  Street. 
Los  Angeles,  California  90017  (“Acme”) , 
incorporated  in  the  State  of  Nevada  on 
July  22,  1969,  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  February  26,  1973,  a  Notification 
on  Form  1-A  and  an  Offering  Circular 
relating  to  an  offering  of  200,000  shajres 
of  $.50  par  value  common  stock  at  $2.50 
per  share.  The  aggregate  offering  price 
was  $500,000.  The  filing  was  made  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  an  exemption 
from  the  registration  provisions  of  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933,  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  3(b)  thereof  and  Regulation  A 
thereunder,  Koss  Securities  Corp. 
(“Koss”),  a  registered  brdker-dealer, 
having  its  principal  place  of  business  at 
1266  East  24th  Street,  Brooklyn.  New 
York  11210,  was  named  as  underwriter  of 
the  proposed  offering. 

U.  The  Commission  on  the  basis  of  in¬ 
formation  provided  by  its  staff,  has  rea¬ 
son  to  believe  that: 

A.  The  notification  and  offering  circu¬ 
lar  of  Acme  contain  untrue  statements 
of  material  facts  and  omit  to  state  mate¬ 
rial  facts  necessary  in  order  to  make  the 
statements  made,  in  light  of  the  circum¬ 
stances  under  which  they  were  made, 
not  misleading  particularly  with  respect 
to: 

1.  The  failure  to  disclose  the  activities 
of  the  parent  corporation.  Acme,  between 
July  23, 1970,  when  the  current  manage¬ 
ment  acquired  control  of  Acme  Mining 
Co.,  and  January  11,  1972,  when  Acme 
Mining  Co.  was  merged  into  the  Issuer; 

2.  The  failure  to  disclose  the  reasons 
for  the  January  11,  1972,  merger  of 
Acme  Mining  C(»npany  and  Acme 
International; 

3.  The  fallm-e  to  discloes  in  the  Risk 
Factors  section  of  the  Offering  Circular 
all  the  special  risks  apparent  in  the  na¬ 
ture  and  structure  of  the  business  of 
Wall  Street  Data  Sciences  (“Wall  Street 
Data”)  and  Western  Cryogenics,  the  two 
subsidiaries  of  Acme. 

4.  The  failure  to  disclose  the  origin  of 
Wall  Street  Data  and  its  history,  owner¬ 
ship  and  management  prior  to  its  merger 
with  Acme; 

5.  The  failure  to  describe  the  business 
and  operations  of  the  Wall  Street  Data 
subsidiary. 

6.  The  failure  to  disclose  the  extent  of 
dependence  of  Wall  Street  Data  upon 
any  one  customer  or  group  of  customers 
for  a  significant  portion  of  its  revenues; 

7.  The  failure  to  disclose  the  names  of 
the  parties  with  whom  Wall  Street  Data 
has  oral  agreements  to  acquire  18  addi¬ 
tional  mailing  lists; 


8.  The  failure  to  disclose  the  business 
activities  and  operating  methods  of 
Western  Cryogenics; 

9.  The  failure  to  disclose  Western  Cry¬ 
ogenics'  plans  with  regard  to  each  of  its 
products,  including  the  relative  impor¬ 
tance  of  each  product  line  in  the  over-all 
profit  or  loss  experience  of  Western  Cryo¬ 
genics; 

10.  The  failure  to  disclose  whether 
Western  Cryogenics  has  patent  protec¬ 
tion  for  its  “Cryo  funnel”  product; 

11.  The  failure  to  disclose  the  annual 
rental  for  Acme’s  offices  and  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  its  operating  subsidiaries; 

12.  ’The  failure  to  disclose  in  the  Of¬ 
fering  Circular  the  right  granted  the  un¬ 
derwriter  in  the  underwriting  agreement 
to  place  a  nominee  on  Acme’s  board  of 
directors  for  the  next  five  years  following 
the  effective  date  of  the  offering; 

13.  The  failure  to  disclose  that  Acme 
entered  into  merger  negotiations  in  the 
summer  of  1973  with  NACA  Corporation, 
a  Las  Vegas,  Nevada,  holding  company; 
and 

14.  'The  failure  to  accurately  state  those 
Jurisdictions  in  which  the  securities  were 
proposed  to  be  offered. 

B.  On  September  25,  19*73,  an  indict¬ 
ment  alleging  violations  of  sections  17(a) 
and  24  of  the  Securities  Act  and  of  Sec¬ 
tions  10b,  15(a)(1),  32  and  Rule  lOb-5 
of  the  Exchange  Act  was  returned  against 
Theodore  Koss  and  Koss  securities  Cor¬ 
poration  by  a  Federal  Grand  Jury  sitting 
in  the  Southern  District  of  New  York. 
Pursuant  to  Rule  261(a)(6)  of  the  Act, 
indictment  of  the  designated  underwriter 
is  grounds  for  suspension  of  the  Regula¬ 
tion  A  exemption. 

C.  Acme  failed  to  cooperate  with  the 
Commission  in  that  Acme  failed  or  re¬ 
fused  to  reply  to  its  April  18,  1973  com¬ 
ment  letter  and  three  telephone  re¬ 
quests  from  the  Commission’s  staff  witli 
respect  to  the  amending  of  the  notifica- 
tlcm  and  offering  circular  or  its 
withdrawal. 

D.  The  offering,  if  allowed  to  com¬ 
mence,  would  be  made  in  violaticm  of 
Section  17  of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933. 

m.  It  appearing  to  the  Commission 
that  it  is  in  the  public  interest  and% 
for  the  protection  of  investors  that  the 
exemption  of  the  Issuer  imder  Regula¬ 
tion  A  be  temporarily  suspended. 

It  is  ordered,  pursuant  to  Rule  261(a) 
of  the  general  rules  and  regulation 
under  the  Securities  Act  iff  1933,  as 
amended,  that  the  exemption  of  the  Is¬ 
suer  under  Regulation  A  be.  and  it 
hereby  is,  temporarily  suspended. 

It  is  further  ordered,  pursuant  to 
Rule  7  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice,  that  the  Issuer  file  an 
answer  to  the  allegations  contained  in 
the  order  within  thirty  (30)  days  of  the 
entry  thereof. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  any  person 
having  any  interest  in  the  matter  may 
file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  a  written  request  for  a  hearing  ^ 
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within  thirty  (30)  days  after  the  entry 
of  this  order;  that  within  twenty  (20) 
days  after  receipt  of  such  request  the 
Commission  will,  or  at  any  time  upon  its 
own  motion  may,  set  the  matter  down 
for  hearing  at  a  place  to  be  designated 
by  the  Commission  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  whether  this  order  of  sus¬ 
pension  should  be  vacated  or  made 
permanent,  without  prejudice,  however, 
to  the  consideration  and  presentation  of 
additional  matters  at  the  hearing;  and 
that  notice  of  the  time  and  place  for  said 
hearing  will  be  promptly  given  by  the 
Commission.  If  no  hearing  is  requested 
and  none  is  ordered  by  the  Commission, 
the  order  shall  become  permanent  on  the 
thirtieth  day  after  its  entry  and  shall 
remain  in  effect  unless  it  Is  modified  or 
vacated  by  the  Commission. 

By  the  Commission 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.74-18778  Piled  8-14-74;8:45  am) 


[70-6529] 

MIDDLE  SOUTH  UTILITIES  INC.  ET  AL 
Agreement  With  Non-Affiliate  Refinery 
August  9, 1974. 

In  the  matter  of  Middle  South  Utili¬ 
ties,  Inc.,  280  Park  Avenue,  New  York, 
New  York  10017;  System  Fuels,  Inc.,  225 
Baronne  Street,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana 
70112;  Arkansas  Power  &  Light  Co., 
Ninth  and  Louisiana  Streets,  Little 
Rock,  Arkansas  72203;  Louisiana  Power 
&  Light  Co.,  142  Delaronde  Street,  New 
Orleans,  Louisiana  70174;  Mississippi 
Power  &  Light  Co.,  P.O.  Box  1640,  Jack- 
son,  Mississippi  39205;  New  Orleans  Pub¬ 
lic  Service  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  60340,  New  Or¬ 
leans,  Louisiana  70160. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  System 
Fuels,  Inc.,  (“SFI”),  a  jointly  owned 
non-utility  subsidiary  of  Arkansas  Power 
&  Light  Company,  Louisiana  Power  & 
Light  Company,  Mississippi  Power  & 
Light  Company  and  New  Orleans  Public 
Service  Inc.  (herein  collectively  referred 
to  as  the  “Operating  Companies”) ,  each 
an  electric  utility  subsidiary  company  of 
Middle  South  Utilities,  Inc.,  a  registered 
holding  company,  have  jointly  filed  an 
application-declaration  and  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  pursuant  to  the  Public 
Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935 
(“Act”),  designating  sections  9(a),  10, 
12(b)  and  12(f)  of  the  Act  and  rule  45 
promulgated  thereunder  as  applicable 
to  the  following  proposed  transactions. 
All  interested  persons  are  referred  to  the 
amended  application-declaration,  which 
is  summarized  below,  for  a  complete 
statement  of  the  proposed  transactions. 

SFI  has  entered  into  'an  agreement 
(“Oil  Agreement”)  with  ECOL  Ltd., 
(“ECOL”)  providing  for  long  term  pur¬ 
chases  of  fuel  oil  by  SFI  from  ECOL, 
commencing  upon  the  completion  of  an 
oil  products  refinery  (“Refinery”)  which 
is  to  be  constructed,  owned  and  operated 
by  ECOL.  As  more  fully  described  below, 
the  Oil  Agreement  provides,  and  SFI  pro¬ 
poses,  that  SFI  make  advance  payments 


to  ECOL  aggregating  not  more  than  $67,- 
500,000  in  aid  of  construction  and  startup 
of  the  Refinery.  The  advances,  with  in¬ 
terest  thereon,  will  be  rep>aid  in  Uie  form 
of  fuel  oil  to  be  supplied  by  ECX)L  to  SFI 
under  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  Oil 
Agreement. 

Established  in  1972,  SFI’s  chief  fimc- 
tion  is  the  procurement,  storage,  trans¬ 
portation,  etc.  of  fuel  supplies,  including 
fuel  oil,  for  use  in  the  generation  of  elec¬ 
tricity  by  the  Middle  South  System.  (See 
HCAR  Nos.  17400  and  18221,  Decem¬ 
ber  17,  1971  and  December  17,  1973,  re¬ 
spectively).  At  the  present  time,  about 
91  percent  of  the  System’s  total  electric 
generating  capacity  consists  of  oil-or-gas 
fired  plants.  Refiecting  the  increasing 
difficulties  of  procuring  adequate  sup¬ 
plies  of  natural  gas,  SFI  has  accelerated 
its  program  for  increasing  future  fuel  oil 
supplies  for  the  System.  Although  by 
1983  the  proportion  of  oil/gas  plants  is 
expected  to  decline  to  about  48  percent 
of  total  System  generating  capacity 
(largely  refiecting  anticipated  commen¬ 
surate  additions  to  nuclear  fuel  and  coal- 
buming  capacity)  the  System’s  annual 
fuel  oil  requirements  are  expected  to  in¬ 
crease  from  an  estimated  20.7  million 
barrels  in  1974  to  40  million  barrels  in 
1979,  and  to  as  much  as  65  million  bar¬ 
rels  by  1999.  The  proposed  transactions 
are  in  furtherance  of  SFI’s  fuel  oil  sup¬ 
ply  program;  and  the  Refinery  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  supply  about  35  percent  of  the 
System’s  fuel  oil  requirements  over  the 
20  year  term  of  the  Oil  Agreement,  l.e., 
through  approximately  1997. 

E<X)L  is  a  wholly-owned  subsidiary  of 
Energy  Corporation  of  Louisiana  Ltd., 
(“Energy  Corp.”)  whose  sole  stockhold¬ 
ers  are  Ingram  Corporation  (“Ingram”) 
and  Northeast  Petroleum  Corporation 
(“Northeast”) .  Northeast,  in  turn,  is  the 
wholly-owned  principal  operating  sub¬ 
sidiary  of  Northeast  Petroleum  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.  Ingram  and  Northeast  Petro¬ 
leum  Industries  (under  a  former  name) 
were  organized  in  1962.  It  is  stated  tJiat 
SFI  has  entered  into  the  Oil  Agreement 
in  reliance  upon  the  expertise  of  Ingram 
and  Northeast  in  procuring  supplies  of 
crude  oil,  financing  and  operating  oil  re¬ 
fineries,  and  transporting  and  market¬ 
ing  petroleum  products;  and  upon  their 
financial  responsibility  and  banking  con¬ 
nections.  No  affiliation  exists  between 
Middle  South  and  the  aforementioned 
companies. 

The  Refinery  and  Financing.  The  Re¬ 
finery,  to  be  located  near  Garyville, 
Louisiana,  will  be  designed  for  a  crude 
oil  through-put  capacity  of  200,000  bar¬ 
rels  daily.  Construction  of  the  Refinery, 
expected  to  be  completed  in  1976,  will  be 
done  primarily  by  the  Ralph  M.  Parsons 
Company,  which  is  stated  to  have  wide 
experience  in  that  tsqie  of  construction. 
ECOL’s  initial  capital  is  being  furnished 
by  Ingram  and  Northeast  by  equal  pro¬ 
portions  aggregating  $20  million  invested 
in  common  stock  equity  (100  percent) 
of  Energy  Corp.;  the  latter,  in  turn,  will 
invest  said  amount  in  common  equity 
of  ECOL.  It  is  stated  that  as  of  Jime  30, 
1974,  $11,685,223  had  been  so  invested 


in  and  expended  by  ECOL  for  acquisition 
of  the  Refinery  site  and  for  qther  pre¬ 
construction  costs;  the  balance  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  invested  by  September  1974, 

In  addition  to  the  equity  investment,  the 
construction  of  and  working  capital  for 
the  Refinery  will  be  financed  by  banks 
up  to  $235,000,000,  and  by  SFI’s  proposed 
prepayment  of  $67,500,000. 

Pursuant  to  a  letter  of  commitment 
(“Bank  Commitment”)  dated  May.  31, 
1974  between  ECOL  and  a  group  of  13 
banks  (“Banks”)  headed  by  the  First 
National  Bank  of  Chicago,  ECOL  will 
borrow  up  to  $235,000,000,  consisting  of 
(a)  $175  million  on  Series  A  notes  for 
construction,  (b)  $15  million  on  Series 
B  notes  in  the  event  of  cost  “over-runs”, 
as  defined,  and  (c)  $45  million  on  Series 
C  notes  for  working  capital  necessary  for 
start-up  and  operation  of  the  Refinery. 
Borrowing  against  the  Series  A  notes 
must  be  preceded  by,  among  other  things 
(i)  the  $20  million  cash  equity  invest¬ 
ment  in  ECOL  and  (li)  the  first  advance 
payment  by  SFI  pursuant  to  the  Oil 
Agreement.  The  Banks’  commitments  to 
lend  will  nm  until  the  earlier  of  firm] 
payment  for  the  Refinery  or  March  31, 
1977  in  respect  of  the  Series  A  and  Series 
B  commitments;  and  the  earlier  of  two 
years  after  start-up  of  the  Refinery  or 
December  31, 1978  in  respect  of  the  Series 
C  commitment.  The  Banks  will  charge  a 
commitment  fee  of  1  percent  (%  of  1% 
in  the  case  of  the  Series  C)  per  annum  on 
imused  portions  of  the  commitments 
from  June  1,  1974  to  said  commitment 
expiration  dates. 

The  Series  A  and  B  notes  will  initially 
mature  on  the  related  commitment  dates, 
but  will  thereupon  be  refunded  in  an 
aggregate  principal  amount  equal  to  the 
then  outstanding  Series  A  and  B  notes 
by  the  issuance  of  new  Series  A  notes, 
maturing  tai  78  approximately  equal 
semi-annual  installments  commencing 
six  months  after  start-up  of  the  ReOnery 
or  July  1, 1977,  whichever  is  earlier.  The 
Series  C  notes  will  mature  on  the  earlier 
of  two  years  after  start-up  of  the  Re¬ 
finery  or  December  31, 1978.  The  A  and  B 
notes  are  optionally  prepayable  with  a  1 
percent  penalty  if  prepaid  from  borrowed 
funds,  except  that  funds  derived  from 
sale  of  pollution  control  or  analogous 
bonds  or  from  prepayments  received  by 
ECOL  from  long-term  sales  of  Refinery 
products  may  be  used  to  prepay  the  notes 
without  penalty.  Series  A  or  B  notes  will 
not  be  prepayable  While  any  Series  C 
notes  are  outstanding. 

Notes  of  all  series  held  by  the  Banks 
will  bear  interest  at  an  annual  rate  of 
2  percent  above  117.6  percent  of  the 
prime  rate  in  effect  from  time  to  time  at 
the  First  National  Bank  of  Chicago,  ex¬ 
cept  that  the  rate  on  the  Series  C  may  be 
1  percent  less  than  the  foregoing  during 
times  when  the  outstanding  amount  of 
those  notes  does  not  exceed  a  “formula 
amount”  determined  with  reference  to 
ECOL’s  inventories,  trade  accounts  re¬ 
ceivable,  and  cash  or  equivalent.  Addi¬ 
tional  interest  will  be  payable  on  Series 
A  and  B  notes  in  accordance  with  a 
formula  measured  by  ECOL’s  “excess 
cash  fiow”  as  defined. 
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The  Bank  borrowings  will  be  secured 
by  a  first  mortgage  on  the  Refinery,  by 
a  first  priority  security  interest  in 
ECOL’s  inventory,  accounts  receivable, 
etc.,  and  by  the  Banks’  right  to  require 
assignment  to  them  of  EXTOL’s  rights 
under  contractual  agreements  including 
long-term  product  sales  agreements.  Hie 
Bank  Committee  (on  which  the  ultimate 
Bank  loan  agreement  will  be  based)  also 
contains  covenants  requiring,  among 
other  things,  that  ECOL  maintain  not 
less  than  certain  specified  ratios  of  cur¬ 
rent  assets  to  current  liabilities;  main¬ 
tain  specified  net  worth  positions;  and, 
prior  to  March  31,  1976,  contract  for  a 
crude  oil  supply  averaging  not  less  than 
150,000  barrels  daily  for  a  period  of  not 
less  than  5  years. 

The  Oil  Agreement.  The  Oil  Agree¬ 
ment  provides  for  the  sale  by  ECOL  and 
purchase  by  SFI,  over  a  period  of  20 
years,  of  up  to  50,000  barrels  per  day  of 
#6  fuel  oil  produced  by  the  Refinery. 
Hie  prices  to  be  paid  by  SFI  will  be  in 
acco^ance  with  a  price  formula  set  forth 
in  the  agreement,  which  will  reflect, 
among  other  things,  (a)  E(X)L’s  operat¬ 
ing  costs  including  taxes  other  than  in¬ 
come  taxes,  depreciation  (on  a  straight- 
line  13  year  basis)  and  interest  on  bor¬ 
rowed  funds  (not  including  borrowed 
fimds  for  inventories  and  receivables) ; 

(b)  ECOL’s  total  product  realization 
based  on  all  products  produced  at  the 
Refinery  multiplied  by  a  weighted  aver¬ 
age  posted  price  of  each  product;  and 

(c)  60^  per  barrel  of  crude  oil  processed 
during  the  billing  month — provided,  that 
the  fuel  oil  prices  paid  by  SFI  shall  not 
exceed  the  price  concurrently  paid  by 
ECOL’s  other  customers  for  the  same 
product,  less  10^  per  barrel. 

SFI’s  advances  to  ECOL,  up  to  the 
maximum  of  $67,500,000,  will  be  in  the 
nature  of  prepayments  for  fuel  oil.  The 
advances  will  be  made  monthly  in 
amounts  (except  for  the  first  payment) 
not  exceeding  23.4  percent  of  ECOL’s 
construction  and  related  exp>enditures 
estimated  for  the  succeeding  month. 
Each  advance  will  be  evidenced  by  a  note 
C'ECOL  note”)  maturing  not  later  than 
1  year  after  issuance,  bearing  interest  at 
the  rate  of  15.37  percent  per  annum. 
Each  ECOL  note  maturing  prior  to  the 
start  of  the  second  contract  year  will  be 
refunded  by  a  new  note  equal  to  the  prin¬ 
cipal  amoimt  and  accru^  interest,  and 
bearing  a  similar  interest  rate  and  ma¬ 
turity,  as  that  of  the  note  refunded.  At 
commencement  of  the  second  contract 
year  the  aggregate  principal  amount  and 
accrued  interest  of  all  ECOL  notes  then 
outstanding  will  be  refunded  by  one  new 
ECOL  note,  bearing  Interest  at  15.37  per¬ 
cent  per  annum  and  payable  in  equal 
monthly  instalments  for  nine  years. 
Such  payments,  which  are  estimated  to 
begin  late  in  1977,  will  be  made  in  the 
form  of  deliveries  of  fuel  oil  (“Product”) 
to  SFI  imder  the  Oil  Agreement.  The 
Product  will  be  valued  as  described  above. 

'The  ECOL  note  or  notes  held  from 
time  to  time  by  SFI  will  be  secured  by 
collateral  mortgage  on  the  Refinery,  sub¬ 
ordinate  to  the  rights  of  ECOL’s  senior 


creditors  such  as  the  Banks,  but  having 
priority  over  EXlOL’s  general  creditors. 

It  is  stated  that  in  the  event  of  any  de¬ 
fault  by  ECOL  the  Banks  have  agreed 
not  to  enforce  their  senior  claims  by  Ju¬ 
dicial  sale  of  the  mortgaged  property 
without  first  offering  SFI  the  right,  but 
not  the  obligation,  to  cure  the  default 
or  to  provide  for  full  payment  and  as¬ 
signment  to  SFI  of  all  notes  held  by  the 
Banks.  It  is  further  stated  that  except 
upon  the  contingency  of  a  default  by 
ECOL  and  the  exercise  by  SFI  of  its 
rights,  SFI  will  not  acqmre  any  interest 

in  the  Refinery.  _ 

As  sole  stockholders  of  SFI,  and  to 
induce  ECX)L  to  enter  into  the  Oil  Agree¬ 
ment,  the  Operating  Companies  will 
agree  with  ECOL  that  they  will  sever¬ 
ally,  in  accordance  with  their  respective 
shares  of  ownership  of  SFI’s  common 
stock,  take  any  and  all  action  as  may  be 
necessary  to  place  SFI  in  a  position  to 
discharge  its  obligations  under  the  Oil 
Agreement.  It  is  proposed,  in  that  con¬ 
nection,  that  the  fimds  required  by  SFI 
from  time  to  time  to  make  advance  pay¬ 
ments  to  ECOL  will  be  supplied  pro  rata 
by  the  Operating  Companies.  Advances 
so  made  by  the  Operating  Companies, 
with  interest  thereon  at  15.37  percent 
per  annum,  will  be  credited  to  them  as 
prepayments  for  future  deliveries  of  fuel 
oil.  The  Interest  rate  of  15.37  percent 
attaching  to  both  sets  of  transactions  is 
represented  to  be  the  Operating  Com¬ 
panies’  related  costs  of  financing. 

With  respect  to  crude  oil  supplies  for 
the  Refinery,  it  is  stated  that  ECOL  has 
been  actively  negotiating  with  Middle 
East  producing  countries  and  with 
Venezuela;  that,  to  date,  ECOL  has  re¬ 
ceived  a  letter  of  intent  from  Sonotrach, 
the  Algerian  Government  oil  company, 
for  a  supply  of  40,000  barrels  per  day  of 
crude  oU  which  may  be  used  in  the  re¬ 
finery  or  exchanged  for  other  crude  oil; 
and  that  the  exercise  of  restraint  in 
further  contracts  for  crude  oil  deliveries 
two  years  hence  is  considered  prudent 
in  view  of  the  rapidly  fluctuating  crude 
oil  prices  and  the  unsettled  world  politi¬ 
cal  situation  with  respect  to  oil.  Refer¬ 
ence  is  also  made  to  the  stipulation  in 
the  Bank  Commitment,  heretofore  noted, 
regarding  future  contractual  arrange¬ 
ments  for  crude  oil  supplies. 

Applicants-declarants  request  that 
SFI  be  authorized,  imtil  the  Refinery  is 
declared  operative,  to  file  certificates  of 
notification  required  under  Rule  24  on 
a  quarterly  basis  in  respect  of  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  advances  made  by  SFI  to 
EICOL,  loans  made  by  the  Banks  to  ECOL 
and  equity  investments  made  in  ECOL. 

Applicants-declarants  state  that  no 
State  or  Federal  commission,  other  than 
this  Commission,  has  jurisdiction  over 
the  proposed  transactions.  A  statement 
of  the  fees  and  expenses  to  be  incurred 
in  connection  with  the  proposed  trans¬ 
actions  will  be  supplied  by  amendment. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
September  3,  1974,  request  in  writing 
that  a  hearing  be  held  on  such  matter, 
stating  the  nature  of  his  interest,  the 


reasons  for  such  request,  and  the  issues 
of  fact  or  law  raised  by  the  application- 
declaration  as  amended,  which  he  de¬ 
sires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  should  the  Commis¬ 
sion  order  a  hearing  in  respect  thereof. 
Any  such  request  should  be  addressed; 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington.  D.C.  20549.  A  copy 
of  such  request  should  be  served  per¬ 
sonally  or  by  mail  (air  mall  If  the  person 
being  served  is  located  more  than  500 
miles  from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon 
the  applicants-declarants  at  the  above- 
stated  addresses,  and  proof  of  service  (by 
aflSdavit  or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at 
law,  by  certificate)  should  be  filed  with 
the  request.  At  any  time  after  said  date, 
the  application-declaration,  as  filed  or 
as  it  may  be  amended,  may  be  granted 
and  permitted  to  become  effective  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Rule  23  of  the  general  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
or  the  Commission  may  grant  exemption 
from  such  rules  as  provided  in  Rules  20 
(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take  such  other 
action  as  it  may  deem  appropriate.  Per¬ 
sons  who  request  a  hearing  or  advice  as 
to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will  re¬ 
ceive  any  notices  and  orders  issued  in  this 
matter.  Including  the  date  of  the  hearing 
(if  ordered)  and  any  postponements 
thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-18777  FUed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


[811-2066] 

OLYMPIAN  FUND.  INC. 

Proposal  To  Terminate  Registration 
AXTGTTST  9,  1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  proposes,  pursuant  to  section 
8(f)  of  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  (“Act”) ,  to  declare  by  order  on  its 
own  motion  that  Olympian  Fund,  Inc. 
(“Fund”),  c/o  J.  RusseU  Pitto,  2  North 
Second  Street,  Suite  1300,  San  Jose,  Cal¬ 
ifornia  95113,  registered  under  the  Act  as 
a  diversified  open-end  investment  com¬ 
pany,  has  ceased  to  be  an  investment 
company  as  defined  in  the  Act. 

Fund  registered  under  the  Act  on  May 
25, 1970,  It  also  filed  a  registration  state¬ 
ment  on  Form  S-5  (File  No.  2-37547) 
under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  which 
did  not  become  effective;  the  Commis¬ 
sion  consented  to  its  withdrawal  on  Oc¬ 
tober  31,  1972.  Fund  has  sold  no  shares 
to  the  public;  it  presently  has  no  share¬ 
holders  and  no  assets;  and  information 
in  the  Commission’s  files  indicates  that 
Fund  does  not  anticipate  offering  its 
securities  to  the  public  in  the  future. 

Section  8(f)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  when  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  on  its  own  motion  or  upon  appli- 
.  cation,  finds  that  registered  Investment 
company  has  ceased  to  be  an  Investment 
company,  it  shall  so  declare  by  order. 
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and,  upon  the  effectiveness  of  such  order, 
the  registration  of  such  company  shall 
cease  to  be  in  effect. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may  not  later  than  l^ptem- 
ber  4.  1974,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to  the 
Commission  in  writing  a  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  matter  accompanied  by 
a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  in¬ 
terest,  the  reasons  for  such  request,  and 
the  Issues  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be 
controverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Commission  shall  order 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communi¬ 
cation  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (airmail  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  Olimnpian  Fund, 
Inc.,  at  the  address  stated  above.  Proof 
of  such  service  (by  affidavit,  or  in  the 
case  of  an  attomey-at-law,  by  certifi¬ 
cate)  shall  be  filed  contemporaneously 
with  the  request.  As  provided  by  rule 
0-5  of  the  rules  and  regulations  pro¬ 
mulgated  imder  the  Act,  and  order  dis¬ 
posing  of  the  matter- herein  will  be  is¬ 
sued  as  of  course  following  said  date 
unless  the  Commission  thereafter  orders 
a  hearing  upon  request  or  upon  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  own  motion.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to  whether 
a  hearing  is  ordered  will  receive  notice 
of  further  developments  in  this  matter. 
Including  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if 
ordered)  and  any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Investment  Management  Regulation, 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

[seal!  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18718  Filed  8-14-74;8;45  am) 


SEC  REPORT  COORDINATING  GROUP 
(ADVISORY) 

Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  Pub. 
L.  92-463,  86  Stat.  770,  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  announces  a 
public  advisory  committee  meeting. 

The  Commission’s  Report  Coordinat¬ 
ing  Group  (Advisory)  will  hold  a  meeting 
on  September  6,  1974  at  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  500  North 
Capitol  Street,  Room  382,  Washington, 
D.C.  at  10  a.m.  local  time  which  will  be 
for  the  purpose  of  discussing  development 
of  simplified  assessment  forms. 

'The  Group’s  meetings  are  open  to  the 
public.  Any  interested  person  may  at¬ 
tend  and  appear  before  or  file  statements 
•with  the  advisory  committee.  Said  state¬ 
ments,  if  in  written  form,  may  be  filed 
before  or  after  the  meeting.  Oral  state¬ 
ments  shall  be  made  at  the  time  and  in 
the  miinner  permitted  by  the  Report  Co¬ 
ordinating  Group. 

The  Report  Coordinating  Group  was 
formed  to  assist  the  Commi.ssion  in  de¬ 
veloping  a  coherent,  indastry-wide,  co¬ 
ordinated  reporting  system.  In  carrying 
out  this  objective,  the  Report  Coordinat¬ 


ing  Group  Is  to  review  all  reports,  forms, 
and  similar  materials  required  of  broker- 
dealers  by  the  Commission,  the  self- 
regulatory  community  and  others.  The 
Group  is  expected  to  advise  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  such  matters  as  eliminating  un¬ 
necessary  duplication  in  reporting,  re¬ 
ducing  reporting  requirements  where 
feasible,  and  developing  a  uniform  finan¬ 
cial  and  operational  report  (Securities 
Exchange  Act  Release.  No.  10612). 

Information  concerning  the  meeting. 
Including  the  procedures  for  submitting 
statements  to  the  Group,  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  contacting:  Mr.  Daniel  J. 
Piliero  n,  Secretary,  SEC  Report  Coordi¬ 
nating  Group,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

August  8, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-18720  Filed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


[FUe  No.  600-1] 

WESTGATE  CALIFORNIA  CORP. 
Suspension  of  Trading 

Auoust  7, 1974. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  (class  A  and  B),  the  cumulative 
preferred  stock  (5  percent  and  6  per¬ 
cent)  ,  the  6  percent  subordinated  deben¬ 
tures  due  1979  and  the  percent  con¬ 
vertible  subordinated  debentures  due 
1987  being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a 
national  securities  exchange  is  required 
in  the  pubUc  interest  and  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors; 

’Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Secmrities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange  is 
suspended,  for  the  period  from  August  8, 
1974  through  August  17,  1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18719  Filed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[Delegation  of  Authority  No.  13;  Rev.  1] 

ASSOCIATE  ADMINISTRATOR  FOR 
PROCUREMENT 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Delegation  of  Authority  No.  13  (37  FR 
20752),  as  amended  (38  FR  26510),  is 
hereby  revised  to  reflect  a  change  of 
title  from  Associate  Administrator  for 
Procurement  and  Management  Assist¬ 
ance  to  Associate  Administrator  for 
Procurement  and  to  effect  the  transfer  of 
management  assistance  functions  to  the 
Assistant  Administrator  for  Manage¬ 
ment  Assistance.  Amendment  1  to  Dele¬ 
gation  of  Authority  No.  13-A  (39  FR 
17269)  is  hereby  revoked  so  that  the  406 
management  assistance  authority  con¬ 
tained  therein  may  be  redelegated 
properly  under  the  current  reorganiza¬ 
tion. 


Delegation  of  Authority  No.  13,  Re¬ 
vision  1,  reads  as  follows: 

L  Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Administrator  of  the  Small  Business 
Administration  by  the  Small  Business 
Act,  72  Stat.  384,  as  amended;  the  Small 
Business  Investment  Act  of  1958,  72  Stat. 
689,  as  amended;  and  Title  IV  of  the 
Economic  Opportunity  Act  of  1964,  78 
Stat.  526,  as  amended,  there  is  hereby 
delegated  to  the  Associate  Administrator 
for  Procurement  Assistance  the  following 
authority; 

A.  Procurement  Assistance.  1.  To  (a) 
enter  into,  (b)  negotiate,  and  (c)  rec¬ 
ommend  approval  of  joint  agreements 
and  memoranda  of  understanding  with 
other  Government  contracting,  procure¬ 
ment.  or  disposal  agencies; 

2.  To  take  any  and  all  actions  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  Joint 
agreements  and  memoranda  of  imder- 
standing  with  other  Government  con¬ 
tracting,  procurement,  or  disposal 
agencies; 

3.  To  take  any  and  all  actions  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  SBA's  authority  to  in¬ 
sure  that  a  fair  proportion  of  total 
Government  procurements.  Including  re¬ 
search  and  development  procurements, 
be  made  from  small  business; 

4.  To  take  any  and  all  acUons  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  SBA’s  authority  to  en¬ 
courage  the  letting  of  subcontracts  by 
prime  contractors  to  small  business  con¬ 
cerns; 

5.  To  take  any  and  all  actions  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  SBA’s  authority  to  in¬ 
sure  that  a  fair  proportion  of  the  total 
sales  of  Government  property  be  made 
to  small  business  concerns; 

6.  To  appeal  determinations  made  un¬ 
der  Joint  agreements  or  memoranda  of 
understanding  by  Government  contract¬ 
ing,  procurement  or  disposal  agencies  to 
the  heads  of  such  agencies; 

7.  To  take  any  and  all  actions  relating 
to  SB  A  prime  contracting  authority: 

8.  To  take  any  and  all  actions  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  the  certificate  of  com¬ 
petency  provisions  of  the  Small  Business 
Act,  including  the  issuance  or  denial 
of  such  certificates; 

9.  To  take  any  and  all  actions  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  SBA’s  authority  to  make 
an  Inventory  of  productive  facilities  of 
small  business  concerns; 

10.  To  take  any  and  all  actions  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  SBA’s  authority  to  uti¬ 
lize  effectively  the  productive  facilities  of 
small  business  concerns. 

11.  To  take  any  and  all  actions  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  SBA’s  authority  to  en¬ 
able  small  business  to  obtain  material 
from  its  normal  sources; 

12.  To  take  any  and  all  actions  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  SBA’s  authority  for 
procurement  assistance  in  surplus  labor 
areas  and  area  redevelopment  areas  in 
the  implementation  of  procurement  as¬ 
sistance  programs  in  such  areas. 

B.  Section  «(o)  contracting  authority. 
1.  To  enter  into  contracts  on  behalf  of  the 
Small  Business  Administration  with  the 
United  States  Government  and  any  de¬ 
partment,  agency,  or  officer  thereof  hav¬ 
ing  procurement  powers,  obligating  the 
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Small  Business  Administration  to  fur¬ 
nish  articles,  equipment,  supplies,  or  ma¬ 
terials  to  the  Government  and  agreeing 
as  to  the  terms  and  conditions  of  such 
contracts; 

2.  To  certify  to  any  officer  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  having  procurement  powers  that 
the  Small  Business  Administration  is 
competent  to  perform  any  specific  Gov¬ 
ernment  procurement  contract  to  be  let 
by  any  such  officer:  and 

3.  To  arrange  for  the  performance  of 
such  contracts  or  otherwise  letting  sub¬ 
contracts  to  small  business  concerns  or 
others  for  the  manufacture,  supply,  or 
assembly  of  such  articles,  equipment, 
supplies,  or  materials,  or  parts  thereof, 
or  servicing  or  processing  in  connection 
therewith,  or  such  management  services 
as  may  be  necessary  to  enable  the  Small 
Business  Administration  to  perform  such 
contracts. 

n.  The  authority  delegated  herein 
may  be  redelegated  to  Central  Office  offi¬ 
cials  with  the  exception  of  subsections 
lAl(a)  andIA6. 

m.  All  authority  delegated  herein 
may  be  exercised  by  any  Small  Business 
Administration  employee  designated  as 
Acting  Associate  Administrator  for  Pro¬ 
curement  Assistance. 

Effective  date:  July  8, 1974. 

Thomas  S.  Kleppe, 
Administrator. 

(PR  Doc.74-18800  FUed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


(Delegation  of  Authority  No.  17] 

ASSISTANT  ADMINISTRATOR  FOR 
MANAGEMENT  ASSISTANCE 

Delegation  of  Authority 

As  a  result  of  a  reorganization  and 
establishment  of  the  position  of  Assistant 
Administrator  for  Management  Assist¬ 
ance,  this  delegation  of  authority  is  is¬ 
sued  to  provide  the  necessary  authority 
relating  to  the  management  assistance 
program  of  the  Small  Business  Admin¬ 
istration. 

Delegation  of  Authority  No.  17  reads 
as  follows: 

I.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Administrator  by  the  Small  Business 
Act,  72  Stat.  384,  as  amended;  the  Small 
Business  Investment  Act  of  1958, 72  Stat. 
689,  as  amended;  and  Title  IV  of  the 
Economic  Opportunity  Act  of  1964,  78 
Stat.  526,  as  amended,  there  is  hereby 
delegated  to  the  Assistant  Administra¬ 
tor  for  Management  Assistance  the  fol¬ 
lowing  authority : 

A.  406  Program.  1.  To  execute  grants, 
agreements,  and  contracts  providing  fi¬ 
nancial  assistance  to  public  or  private 
organizations  to  pay  sdl  or  part  of  the 
costs  of  projects  designed  to  provide 
technical  and  management  assistance  to 
Individuals  or  enterprises  eligible  for 
assistance  xmder  section  402  of  the  Eco¬ 
nomic  Opportimity  Act  of  1964,  as 
amended,  with  special  attention  to  small 
business  concerns  located  in  urban  areas 
of  high  concentratlqn  of  unemployed  or 
low-income  individuals  or  owned  by  low- 
income  individuals. 


Such  financial  assistance  may  be  pro¬ 
vided  for  projects,  including  without 
limitation: 

a.  Planning  and  research.  Including 
feasibility  studies  and  market  research; 

b.  The  identification  and  development 
of  new  business  opportunities; 

c.  The  furnishing  of  centralized  serv¬ 
ices  with  regard  to  public  services  and 
government  programs,  including  pro¬ 
grams  authcarized  imder  Section  402  of 
th#  Economic  Opportunity  Act  of  1964, 
as  amended; 

d.  The  establishment  and  strengthen¬ 
ing  of  business  service  agencies,  includ¬ 
ing  trade  associations  and  cooperatives; 

e.  The  encouragement  of  the  place¬ 
ment  of  subconti-acts  by  major  businesses 
with  small  business  concerns  located  in 
urban  areas  of  high  concentration  of 
unemployed  or  low-income  individuals  or 
owned  by  low-income  individuals,  in¬ 
cluding  the  provision  of  incentives  and 
assistance  to  such  major  businesses  so 
that  they  will  aid  in  the  training  and 
upgrading  of  potential  subcontractors  or 
other  small  business  concerns; 

f.  The  furnishing  of  business  coimsel- 
ing,  management  training,  and  legal  and 
other  related  services,  with  special  em¬ 
phasis  on  the  development  of  manage¬ 
ment  training  programs  using  the  re¬ 
sources  of  the  business  community,  in¬ 
cluding  the  development  of  management 
training  opportunities  in  existing  busi¬ 
nesses,  and  with  emphasis  in  all  cases 
upon  providing  management  training  of 
sufficient  scope  and  duration  to  develop 
entrepreneurial  and  managerial  seh- 
sufficiency  on  the  part  of  the  individuals 
served. 

n.  The  authority  delegated  herein 
may  be  redelegated  to  Central  Office 
officials. 

m.  All  authority  delegated  herein  may 
be  exercised  by  any  Small  Business  Ad¬ 
ministration  employee  designated  as 
Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Management  Assistance. 

Effective  date;  July  8, 1974. 

Thomas  S.  Kleppe, 
Administrator. 

(PR  Doc.74-18801  FUed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


(License  No.  03/04-0107] 

METROPOLITAN  CAPITAL  CORP. 

Filing  of  Application  for  Approval  of 
Conflict  of  Interest  Transaction 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Metro¬ 
politan  Capital  Corporation  (MetCap) 
2550  Huntington  Avenue,  Alexandria, 
Virginia  22303,  a  Federal  Licensee  imder 
the  Small  Business  Investment  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (Act),  has  filed  an 
application  with  the  Small  Business  Ad¬ 
ministration  (SBA) ,  pursuant  to  section 
312  of  the  Act  and  covered  by  Section 
107.1004  of  SBA  rules  and  regulations 
governing  Small  Business  Investment 
Companies  (13  CFR,  Part  107.1004 
(1974)),  for  approval  of  a  confiict  of 
interest  transaction  falling  within  the 
scope  of  the  above  section  of  the  Act  and 
regulations. 


Subject  to  such  approval,  MetCap 
proposes  to  provide  financing  to  Graphic 
Productions,  Inc.,  5001  Seminary  Road. 
Alexandria,  Virginia  22311,  a  newly 
formed  graphic  arts  service  firm,  owned 
and  operated  by  William  H.  Humbert 
and  Richard  S.  Craighill,  former  em¬ 
ployees  of  Value  Engineering  Company, 
the  parent  company  of  MetCap. 

The  proposed  financing  is  brought 
within  the  purview  of  §  107.1004  of  the 
Regulations  since  William  H.  Humbert 
and  Richard  S.  Craighill  are  “Associ¬ 
ates  of  a  Licensee,”  MetCap,  as  that 
term  is  defined  in  S  107.3  of  the 
regulations. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  interested 
persons  may,  not  later  than  15  days  from 
the  publication  of  this  Notice,  submit  to 
SBA,  in  writing,  relevant  comments  on 
the  proposed  transaction.  Any  such  com¬ 
munication  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Associate  Administrator  for  Finance  and 
Investment,  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion,  1441  L  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20416.  After  expiration  of  the  15 
days,  SBA  may  dispose  of  this  applica¬ 
tion  on  the  basis  of  the  information  con¬ 
tained  in  the  application,  the  comments 
(if  any)  which  are  received,  and  other 
relevant  data. 

A  similar  notice  shall  be  published  by 
MetCap  in  a  newspaper  of  general  circu¬ 
lation  in  Alexandria,  Virginia. 

Dated :  August  2, 1974. 

James  Thomas  Phelan, 
Deputy  Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment. 

( PR  Doc.74-18727  FUed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


(License  No.  06/06-0172] 

VENTURE  CAPITAL  CORP.  OF 
NEW  MEXICO 

Issuance  of  License  To  Operate  as  a  Small 
Business  Investment  Company 

On  Jime  28,  1974,  a  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR 
24066)  stating  that  Venture  Capital  Cor¬ 
poration  of  New  Mexico,  200  Lomas 
Boulevard  NW.,  Suite  1121,  Albuquer¬ 
que,  New  Mexico  87102,  had  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  with  the  Small  Business 
Administration  (SBA) ,  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  107.102  of  the  regulations  governing 
small  business  investment  companies  (13 
CFR  107.102  (1974)),  for  a  license  to 
operate  as  a  small  business  investment 
company  (SBIC). 

Interested  parties  were  given  to  the 
close  of  business  July  15,  1974,  to  submit 
their  written  comments  to  SBA. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  having 
considered  the  application  and  all  other 
pertinent  information,  SBA  has  issued 
License  No.  06/06-0172  to  Venture 
Capital  Corporation  of  New  Mexico,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  301(c)  of  the  Small 
Business  Investment  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended. 

Dated:  August  6,  1974. 

James  Thomas  Phelan, 
Deputy  Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment. 

I  FR  Doc.74-18728  Filed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 
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TARIFF  COMMISSION 

ITEA-F-C51 

GETTYSBURG  SHOE  CO. 

Notice  of  Investigation 

On  the  basis  of  a  petition  filed  under 
section  301(a)(2)  of  the  Trade  Expan¬ 
sion  Act  of  1962  on  behalf  of  Getts^burg 
Shoe  Co.,  Gettysburg,  Pa.,  a  whoUy- 
owned  subsidiary  of  Dero  Industries,  Inc,, 
New  York,  New  York,  the  United  States 
Tariff  Commission,  on  August  8,  1974, 
Instituted  an  investigation  imder  section 
301(c)(1)  of  the  said  Act  to  determine 
whether,  as  a  result  in  major  part  of  con¬ 
cessions  granted  under  trade  agree¬ 
ments,  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  footwear  for  women  (of  the 
t3T)€s  provided  for  in  items  700.45,  700.55 
and  700.85  of  the  Tariff  Schedules  of  the 
United  States)  produced  by  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  firm,  are  being  imported  Into 
the  United  States  in  such  increased 
quantities  as  to  cause,  or  threaten  to 
cause,  serious  injury  to  such  firm. 

The  optional  public  hearing  afforded 
by  law  has  not  been  requested  by  the 
petitioners.  Any  other  party  showing  a 
proper  interest  in  the  subject  matter  of 
the  investigation  may  request  a  hear¬ 
ing,  provided  such  request  Is  filed  within 
on  or  before  August  26,  1974. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  OflBce  of  the 
Secretary,  United  States  Tariff  Commis¬ 
sion,  8th  and  E  Streets,  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  and  at  the  New  York  City 
ofBce  of  The  Tariff  Commission  located 
at  6  World  Trade  Center. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Issued;  August  9,  1974. 

[seal]  Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

[ra  Doc.74-18768  Plied  8-14-74;8:46  am] 


VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION  VOLUN¬ 
TARY  SERVICE  NATIONAL  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

The  Veterans  Administration  gives 
notice  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463  that 
the  annual  meeting  of  the  Veterans  Ad¬ 
ministration  Voluntary  Service  National 
Advisory  Committee,  composed  of  repre¬ 
sentatives  from  46  national  voluntary 
organizations,  will  be  held  at  the  Shera¬ 
ton  Palace  Hotel,  San  Pranclsco,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  October  24-25,  1974.  The  Com¬ 
mittee,  which  was  estsibllshed  in  1946  to 
serve  in  an  advisory  role  to  the  Chief 
Medical  Director,  participates  in  plan¬ 
ning  and  coordinating,  at  the  national 
level,  the  overall  plans  and  general 
policies  for  the  volunteer  service  of  na¬ 
tional  and  local  organizations  in  the  care 
and  treatment  of  veteran-patients. 

A  special  invitation  is  being  extended 
to  the  Veterans  Administration  staff  and 
volunteers  in  the  Western  States  to 
attend  and  participate  in  this  open  meet¬ 


ing  being  held  on  the  West  Coast  for  the 
first  time. 

Dated:  August  9, 1974. 

By  directlosi  of  the  Admlnlstratar. 

[seal]  R.  L.  Roudbbusr, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

[PR  Doc.74-18771  PU«d  8-14-74; 8:46  ami 

DEPARTMENT.  OF  LABOR 
Office  of  Federal  Contract  Compliance 

BOARD  OF  EDUCATION,  DETROIT 

AFFIRMATIVE  ACTION  PLAN 

Approval  and  Opportunity  for  Appeal 

1.  Background.  41  CPR  60-1.4(b)  (2) 
(39  PR  2365,  January  21, 1974)  prescribes 
procedures  whereby  State  and  local  gov¬ 
ernments  intending  to  imp>ose  affirma¬ 
tive  action  hiring  and/or  training  re¬ 
quirements  on  federally  assisted  con¬ 
struction  already  subject  to  federal  mi¬ 
nority  hiring  and/or  training  plans 
established  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
11246,  as  amended,  shall  submit  such 
requirements  to  the  Director  of  the  Office 
of  Federal  Contract  Compliance.  Such 
State  and  local  requirements  will  be 
deemed  applicable  to  federally  assisted 
construction  contracts  imless  the  OPCC 
Director,  or  in  the  case  of  an  appeal  of 
the  Director’s  determination,  tiie  Assis¬ 
tant  Secretary  for  Employment  Stand¬ 
ards,  determines  that  such  requirements 
are  inconsistent  with  the  Order  or  In¬ 
compatible  with  the  effective  implemen¬ 
tation  of  the  federal  minority  hiring 
and/or  training  plan  (either  voluntary 
or  imposed)  in  the  area. 

Pursuant  to  41  CTR  60-1.4(b)  (2),  on 
Jime  7,  1974,  the  Board  of  Education  of 
the  City  of  Detroit  submitted  its  Equal 
Employment  Opportunity  Compliance 
Policy  to  the  orcc  Director.  The  Board 
of  Education  of  the  CSty  of  Detroit  Equal 
Employment  Opportunity  Compliance 
Policy  consists  of  a  Fair  Employment 
Practices  Agreement  (hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  the  Agreement) ,  Pre- Award 
Personnel  Survey,  a  Policy  for  Awarding 
Construction  Contracts  Not  Exceeding 
$50,000,  and  Guidelines  for  EEO  Proce¬ 
dure  Contracting  For  Construction  and 
Maintenance  (hereinafter  referred  to  as 
the  Guidelines) .  The  Board  of  -Educa¬ 
tion’s  EEO  Policy  is  applicable  to  all 
contracts  with  the  Detroit  Public  Schools 
and  the  Board  of  Education  of  the  School 
District  of  the  City  of  Detroit.  In  rele¬ 
vant  part,  the  Agreement  requires  all 
bidders  to  sign  and  submit  the  Agree¬ 
ment  as  a  condition  of  doing  business 
with  the  Detroit  Phibllc  Schools  or  the 
Board  of  Education.  The  Agreement  pro¬ 
vides  that  such  contractors  will  not  dis¬ 
criminate  against  employees  and  appli¬ 
cants  for  emplo3mient  because  of  race, 
color,  religion,  national  origin,  ancestry, 
sex  or  age  and,  further,  that  the  contrac¬ 
tor  will  take  affirmative  action  to  ensure 
that  employees  are  not  subjected  to  dis¬ 
crimination  on  such  basis.  The  Agree¬ 
ment  also  requires  that  contractors  wlB 
make  positive  efforts  to  advertise  em¬ 


ployment  opportunities  and  Indicate 
their  readiness  to  employ  minorities. 

A  contractor  win  be  considered  to  be 
In  compliance  with  the  Board  of  Educa¬ 
tion’s  E£X>  Policy  when  his  total  work 
force  Includes  minority  representation 
equal  to  that  of  the  labor  supply  in  the 
area.  Hie  Guidelines  state  in  paragraph 
C-2  that  the  current  goal  in  the  con¬ 
struction  Industry  is  a  minimum  of  25 
percent  of  the  man-hours  wortced  by  a 
contractor’s  work  force  in  every  job  cate¬ 
gory.  A  contractor  may,  nevertheless,  be 
awarded  a  contract  even  though  minority 
representation  in  his  work  force  is  below 
the  25  percent  goal,  provided  he  submits 
an  acceptable  affirmative  action  plan 
with  goals  and  timetables  designed  to 
make  satisfactory  progress  toward  over¬ 
coming  the  underutilization  of  minorities 
and  reach  the  goals  established  by  the 
Board  of  Education.  Satisfactory  prog¬ 
ress  means  the  employment  of  minorities 
at  a  rate  that  will  remedy  the  underutili¬ 
zation  in  each  job  category  within  a  spec¬ 
ified  time.  A  bid  from  a  bidder  who  em¬ 
ploys  no  minorities  will  not  be  accepted 
unless  an  exception  is  granted.  Such  ex¬ 
ceptions  are  granted  on  an  individual 
basis. 

Sanctions  for  noncompliance  with  the 
Board  of  Education’s  EEO  Policy  include 
cancellation  of  current  contracts,  with¬ 
holding  or  delay  of  progress  payments 
and  declaration  of  ineligibility  for  fur¬ 
ther  contracts  with  the  Board  of  Educa¬ 
tion  until  compliance  has  been  estab¬ 
lished  in  accordance  with  the  criteria 
described  by  the  Board.  In  addition,  the 
noncompliance  of  a  contractor  may  be 
penaliz^  by  the  forfeiture  of  one  percent 
of  the  original  gross  amoimt  of  the  con¬ 
tract  for  each  day  of  noncompliance  be¬ 
ginning  five  days  after  notification  of 
noncompliance  by  a  special  delivery  mail. 

An  authorized  EEO  compliance  officer 
evaluates  each  bidder’s  employment 
status  with  regard  to  the  requirements 
of  the  Board  of  Education’s  EIEO  Policy 
prior  to  contract  award  and/or  start  of 
construction.  Clearance  to  award  con¬ 
tracts  will  be  granted  to  a  contractor 
whose  status  is  in  full  compliance  with 
the  Board’s  EEO  Policy,  l.e.,  he  meets 
the  25  percent  goal,  or  conditionally 
awardable  on  the  basis  of  a  written 
affirmative  action  plan  which  has  been 
accepted  by  the  Board.  All  prime  con¬ 
tractors  and  subcontractors  mtist  re¬ 
ceive  EEO  clearance  as  described  above 
ten  working  days  after  receiving  notifi¬ 
cation  that  they  are  a  low  bidder. 

The  Board  of  Education’s  EEO  Policy 
provides  that  a  contractor’s  bid  may  be 
rejected  if  the  contractor’s  minority 
work  force  does  not  meet  the  25  percent 
goal  and  the  contractor  has  not  sub¬ 
mitted  an  acceptable  affirmative  action 
plan;  or  the  Board  of  Education’s  EEO 
Department  deems  that  progress 
towards  the  goals  stated  in  an  accept¬ 
able  affirmative  action  plan  has  been 
unsatisfactory.  After  award  of  a  con¬ 
tract,  the  EEO  Department  conducts 
periodic  evaluations  of  the  compliance 
or  piogrese  towards,  eomiffiance  of  all 
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contractors.  Where  noncompliance  Is 
iindlcated,  the  compliance  officer  will 
negotiate  to  correct  the  deficiencies. 

Copies  of  the  Board  of  Education  of 
the  City  of  Detroit  Equal  Employment 
Opportunity  Compliance  Policy  may  be 
'obtained  from  the  Detroit  Public 
Schools,  Department  of  Equal  Employ¬ 
ment  Opportimities  and  Contract  Rela¬ 
tions,  5057  Woodward,  Detroit,  Michigan 
48202,  or  Philip  J.  Davis,  Director, 
Office  of  Federal  Contract  Compliance, 
U.S.  I^artment  of  Labor,  14th  and  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20210. 

2.  Decision.  After  careful  review  of  the 
Board  of  Education  of  the  City  of 
Detroit  Equal  Employment  Opportunity 
Compliance  Policy,  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  41  CPR  60-1.4(b)  (2), 

I  have  determined  that  the  Board’s  EEO 
Compliance  Policy  is  not  inconsistent 
with  Executive  Order  11246,  as  amended, 
and  not  incompatible  with  the  effective 
Implementation  of  the  federal  Detroit 
Plan.  This  determination  is  based  upon 
my  understanding  that  the  goals  of  the 
Board’s  EEO  Compliance  Policy  are 
to  be  met  through  the  recruitment  and 
hiring  of  qualified  or  quallfiable 
minorities  and  that  contractors  are  pro- 
yided  with  a  full  opportunity  to  contest 
allegations  of  noncompliance  and, 
thereby,  show  that  they  have  made  every 
good  f^th  effort  to  meet  the  goals  of  the 
EEO  Compliance  Policy.  Accordingly, 
the  Board  of  Education  of  the  School 
District  of  the  City  of  Detroit  may  in¬ 
clude  its  EEO  Compliance  Policy  in  fed¬ 
erally  assisted  construction  contracts. 

3.  Rights  of  Appeal.  On  Monday,  Au¬ 
gust  5,  1974,  in  accordance  with  41  CFR 
60-1.4 (b)  (2) ,  I  communicated  my  deter¬ 
mination  to  Mr.  Ernest  T.  Marshall, 
EMrector  of  the  Detroit  Public  Schools, 
Department  of  Equal  Employment 
Opportunities  and  Contract  Relations, 
by  registered  mail,  return  receipt 
requested. 

Pursuant  to  41  CPR  60-1.4(b)  (2),  any 
persons  or  groups  affected  by  my  deter¬ 
mination.  including  construction  con¬ 
tractors,  labor  organizations,  associations 
or  other  organizations  of  construction 
trades  contractors  and/or  labor  organi¬ 
zations,  and  minority  commimity  groups, 
may  appeal  this  determination  to  Mr. 
Bernard  E.  DeLury,  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Employment  Standards,  14th  Street 
and  Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20210,  by  requesting  a  hearing 
on  or  before  September  5, 1974.  Following 
this  appeal  period,  if  any  requests  for  a 
hearing  have  been  filed  with  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary,  the  Department  of  Labor 
shall  then  designate  an  administrative 
law  judge  who  shall  conduct  a  hearing  to 
make  proposed  findings  and  a  recom¬ 
mended  decision  to  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  upon  the  basis  of  the  record  before 
him.  The  administrative  law  Judge  shall 
give  reasonable  notice  of  the  opportunity 
to  participate  in  such  hearing  by  regis¬ 
tered  mail,  return  receipt  requested,  to 
those  requesting  the  hearing  and  shall 
also  give  reasonable  notice  of  such  hear¬ 
ing  In  the  Federal  Register  to  Inform  all 


other  persons,  organizations  and  other 
entitles  affected  by  my  determination  of 
their  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
hearing.  Each  participant  shall  have  the 
right  to  counsel  a^d  a  fair  opportunity  to 
present  his  case,  including  such  cross- 
examination  as  the  administrative  law 
judge  may  deem  appropriate  in  the  cir¬ 
cumstances.  Within  80  days  of  the  close 
of  the  appeal  period  for  requesting  a 
hearing,  the  Assistant  Secretary  shall 
make  a  final  decision  on  the  basis  of  the 
record  before  him,  which  shall  consist 
of  the  record  for  recommended  decision, 
the  rulings  and  recommended  decision  of 
the  administrative  law  judge,  and  the 
exceptions  and  briefs  filed  subsequent  to 
the  administrative  law  judge’s  decision. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  9th 
day  of  August  1974. 

Philip  J.  Davis, 
Director,  Office  of  Federal 
Contract  Compliance. 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Ex  Parte  No.  305] 

NATIONWIDE  INCREASE  OF  TEN  PERCENT 
IN  FREIGHT  RATES  AND  CHARGES,  1974 

Reporting  Requirement 

August  12,  1974. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record  to 
the  above-entitled  proceeding,  the  orders 
dated  June  3.  1974,  and  July  18,  1974, 
and  of: 

(1)  Petition  filed  July  18.  1974,  by  the 
Construction  Aggregate  Bail  Shippers  Con¬ 
ference,  Ino.  (CABS),  for  modification  of 
the  June  3,  1974,  order  making  more  definite 
and  certain  the  requirement  that  revenue 
increases  be  expended  by  the  railroads  for 
capital  improvements  and  deferred  mainte¬ 
nance; 

(2)  Petition  filed  July  31,  1974,  on  behalf 
of  railroad  ree^ndents  for  clarification  and 
modification  of  the  order  dated  July  18, 1974; 

(3)  Separate  petition  filed  July  30,  1974, 
by  the  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  BaUway  Com¬ 
pany,  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Bailroad  Com¬ 
pany,  and  Western  Maryland  Bailway 
Company  (Chessie  System) .  for  reconsidera¬ 
tion  and  amendment  of  the  order  dated 
July  18,  1974; 

(4)  Petition  filed  July  30.  1974,  by  the 
Trustees  of  Penn  Central  Transportation 

•company,  Debtor  (Penn  Central) ,  fOT  recon¬ 
sideration  and  modification  of  the  order 
dated  July  18, 1974;. 

(6)  Petition  filed  July  12,  1974,  by  the 
American  Short  Line  Bailroad  Aseoclation 
(Short  Lines)  for  modification  of  the  order 
dated  June  3, 1974; 

(6)  Beplies  filed  July  22  and  August  1, 
1974,  by  Diamond  Crystal  Salt  Company  and 
The  National  Industrial  Trafiic  League,  re¬ 
spectively,  in  opposition  to  relief  sought  by 
Short  Lines; 

(7)  Beply  filed  August  7,  1974,  by  railroad 
respondents  in  opposition  to  CABS’  petition 
for  modification;  and 

It  appearing,  that  petitioner,  CARS,  in 
(1)  above  seeks  modification  of  the 
June  3,  1974,  order  to  require,  as  a  con¬ 
dition  of  the  authority  graiited  for  the 
Increases  in  rates  and  charges,  that  at 
least  50  percent  of  the  increased  revenue 


derived  from  traffic  using  open-top 
equipment,  including  construction  aggre¬ 
gates,  be  devoted  to  the  purchase  or  re¬ 
building  of  suitable  equipment  for  the 
movement  of  such  traffic  and  that  these 
capital  improvement  expenditures  must 
be  imaddition  to  expenditures  in  a  base 
period  prior  to  the  entry  of  the  order 
dated  June  3, 1974 ; 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  railroad 
respondents  in  (2)  above,  seek  modifica¬ 
tion  and  clarification  of  the  order  dated 
July  18, 1974,  in  the  following  respects: 

(1)  Elimination  of  the  exclusion  of  im¬ 
provements  in  progress  and  those  scheduled 
or  otherwise  committed  and  recognized  in 
capital  budgets  in  effect  or  applicable  on 
June  1,  1974,  or 

(2)  Substitution  of  January  1,  1974,  for 
June  1,  1974,  in  line  8  of  paragraph  4  of  the 
order; 

(3)  Modification  of  paragraph  5  of  the  July 
18,  1974,  order  by  deleting  reference  to  esti¬ 
mated  expenditures  which  would  normally 
be  budgeted  for  the  first  and  second  calendar 
quarter  of  1975  and  substitution  theref(»  of 
the  average  amount  of  maintenance  and 
capital  expenditures  for  the  first  six  months 
of  the  years  1971-1974; 

(4)  Interpretation  of  paragraph  5  of  the 
July  18,  1974,  order  as  meaning  that  the  ex¬ 
cess  of  expenditures  for  maintenance  and 
capital  programs  over  the  referenced  bases 
is,  prima  facie,  allowable  as  deferred  mainte¬ 
nance  or  delayed  capital  improvements,  as¬ 
suming  the  changes  requested  in  (2)  and  (3) 
above,  are  granted; 

(5)  Modification  of  the  definition  of  de¬ 
ferred  maintenance  in  the  third  paragraph 
of  the  July  18,  1974,  order  to  Include  de¬ 
ferred  maintenance  programs  which  would 
result  in  improved  service; 

(6)  Modification  of  the  definition  of  de¬ 
layed  capital  Improvements  by  adding  the 
following  at  the  end  of  the  first  sentence,  in 
par^raph  4  of  said  order,  “on  a  basis  ac¬ 
ceptable  to  prudent  management,’*  and  to 
embrace  new  capital  Improvement  programs 
required  by  ohEmges  in  traffic  levels  or  traffic 
mix;  and 

(7)  Postponement  of  the  August  19,  1974, 
report  filing  date  for  material  regarding  the 
identification  of  maintenance  and  capital 
programs  and  certain  data  which  must  be 
estimated  for  30  days  following  the  disposi¬ 
tion  of  the  respondents’  petition; 

It  further  appearing,  that  petitioner. 
Chessie  System,  in  (3)  above,  seeks  to 
amend  the  July  18, 1974,  order  by  adding 
a  new  ordering  paragraph  permitting  a 
railroad  to  expend  the  funds  generated 
by  the  authorized  increases  for  any  valid 
corporate  purpose  if  it  should  have  no 
deferred  maintenance  or  delayed  capital 
improvements  as  defined  in  the  order  and 
for  postponement  of  the  August  19, 1974, 
reporting  date  pending  disposition  of  the 
Chessie  System’s  petition; 

It  further  appearing,  that  petitioner. 
Penn  Central,  in  (4)  above,  seeks  modi¬ 
fication  of  the  July  18, 1974,  order  to  iier- 
mit  railroads  in  reorganization  to  trans¬ 
fer  funds  segregated  in  Account  716, 
Capital  and  Other  Reserve  Funds,  to  Ac- 
coimt  701,  Cash,  if  necessary,  to  meet 
cash  requirements  for  continued  opera¬ 
tions; 

It  further  appearing,  that  petitioner. 
Short  Lines,  in  (5)  above,  seeks  modifi¬ 
cation  of  Jime  3,  1974,  order  to  relieve 
other  than  class  I  line-haul  railroads 
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from  the  record  keeping  and  reporting 
requirements  imposed  therein; 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  consistently  expressed  Its 
full  intention  that  the  authorized  In¬ 
creases,  over  and  above  the  Increased 
costs  of  materials  and  supplies,  other 
than  fuel,  shall  be  used  by  the  respond¬ 
ents  exclusively  for  reducing  deferred 
maintenance  of  plant  and  equipment 
and  delayed  capital  improvements  in  or¬ 
der  that  rail  service  to  the  shippers  will 
be  improved: 

It  further  appearing,  that  while  the 
Commission  intends  that  the  authorized 
increases  shall  be  used  for  deferred 
maintenance  and  delayed  capital  im¬ 
provements,  it  leaves  to  the  railroad 
managements’  decision  how  the  fimds 
segregated  in  accordance  with  the  July 
18.  1974,  order  shall  be  applied  to  ex¬ 
penditures  for  the  various  specific  items 
of  equipment  and  other  properties; 

It  further  appearing,  that  as  used  in 
the  definition  of  deferred  maintenance, 
“wholly  or  partially  inadequate”  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  services  to  shippers  has  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  rule  of  ratemaking,  cited  in 
the  order  of  J\me  3,  1974,  authorizing 
the  rate  increases,  which  requires,  inter 
alia,  our  consideration  of  “the  need,  in 
the  public  Interest,  of  adequate  and  efiB- 
clent  railway  transportation  service  at 
the  lowest  cost  consistent  with  the  fur¬ 
nishing  of  such  service;  and  to  the  need 
of  revenues  sufficient  to  enable  the  car¬ 
riers,  under  honest,  economical,  and  effi¬ 
cient  management  to  provide  such 
service”: 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  defini¬ 
tions  of  deferred  maintenance  and  de¬ 
layed  capital  improvements  provided  in 
said  order  particularly  reserves  to  the 
management  of  each  railroad  in  the  ex¬ 
ercise  of  its  proper  and  prudent  man¬ 
agerial  functions  the  determination  of 
the  extent  to  which  these  conditions 
exist  in  respect  to  their  properties; 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  petition 
and  verified  statements  of  railroad  offi¬ 
cials  seeking  the  increases  authorized 
herein  are  replete  with  references  to  the 
need  for  revenues  to  provide  funds  for 
great,  but  unspecified,  amounts  of  defer¬ 
red  maintenance  and  delayed  capital 
improvements; 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  account¬ 
ing  and  reporting  requirements  as  de¬ 
fined  and  specified  in  the  order  of  July 
18,  1974,  except  to  the  extent  herein 
modified,  are  necessary  for  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  be  informed  about  the  extent  of 
deferred  maintenance  and  delayed  capi¬ 
tal  Improvements  which  must  be  over¬ 
come  to  provide  adequate  and  improved 
service  to  shippers,  as  specifically  identi¬ 
fied  as  of  June  30,  1974,  by  railroad 
management; 

It  further  appearing,  that  without  such 
siiecific  information,  the  Commission 
woifid  have  no  reasonable  basis  for  deter¬ 
mining  whether  the  authorized  increases 
were  being  applied  as  intended,  whether 
cancellation  should  be  ordered  after  eval¬ 
uation  of  each  of  the  required  reports, 
and  whether  on  or  before  June  30,  1975, 


the  increases  should  be  allowed  to  expire 
or  be  made  permanent; 

It  further  appearing,  that  certain  rail¬ 
roads,  as  asserted  in  the  respondents’ 
petition,  may  have  antictoated  authoriza¬ 
tion  of  the  increases  by  initiating  im¬ 
provement  projects,  or  scheduling  or 
otherwise  comm’tting  and  recognizing 
them  in  capital  budgets  prior,  to  June  1, 
1974,  and  if  such  were  the  circumstances 
and  the  projects  otherwise  qualify  as  de¬ 
layed  capital  improvements,  it  would  be 
consistent  with  the  Commission’s  inten¬ 
tion  that  the  authorized  increases  could 
be  applied  thereto; 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  Penn  Central  in  his  verified  state¬ 
ment  in  this  proceeding  last  April  as¬ 
serted  that  “On  an  annual  basis,  Penn 
Central,  after  relieving  the  pressures  of 
a  chronic  cash  deficit,  would  allocate 
more  than  $100  million  of  the  total  in¬ 
creased  revenue  of  the  $170  million  to 
stepped-up  track  work  and  equipment  re¬ 
pairs”.  and  in  view  of  the  accrued  deteri¬ 
oration  in  the  Penn  Central’s  plant  and 
equipment,  the  relief  requested  does  not 
appear  warranted  at  this  time;  * 

And  it  further  appearing,  that  the 
Short  Lines  have  already  been  granted 
rehef  from  the  reporting  requirements 
and.  in  the  absence  of  the  record  keep¬ 
ing  requirements,  no  means  would  be 
available  to  assure  that  the  increases 
were  applied  as  intended  by  the  Com¬ 
mission; 

Wherefore,  and  for  good  cause: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  date,  “June  1, 
1974”,  in  the  fourth  paragraph  of  the 
July  18,  1974,  order  shall  be  deleted  and 
“January  1,  1974,”  be,  and  it  is  hereby, 
substituted  therefor: 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  filing 
date  in  the  seventh  ordering  paragraph 
of  the  order.  “August  19,  1974,”  shall  be 
deleted  and  “September  3, 1974,”  be,  and 
it  is  hereby  substituted  therefor,  and  that 
the  original  and  fourteen  (14)  copies  of 
each  report  be  filed  with  the  Bureau  ol 
Accounts,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20423. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  in  all  other 
respects,  the  petitions  in  (1),  (2),  (3), 
(4).  and  (5)  be.  and  they  are  hereby, 
denied. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  depositing  a  copy  in  the  office 
of  the  Commission’s  Secretary  and  by 
filing  a  copy  with  the  Director,  Office  of 
the  Federal  Register,  for  publication  In 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-18804  Piled  8-14-74;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  671] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

August  12, 1974. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation,  or  oral  argument 
appear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective 


assignments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  refiected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appro¬ 
priate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are 
notified  of  cancellation  or  postpone¬ 
ments  of  hearings  in  which  they  are 
interested.  No  amendments  will  be 
entertained  after  August  15, 1974. 

MC  88380  Sub  13,  R  E  B  Transportation,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  October  21,  1974  (1 
week) .  at  Dallas,  Texas,  In  a  hearing  room 
to  be  later  designated. 

MC  133789,  Big  Sky  Farmers  And  Ranchers 
Marketing  Cooperative  Of  Montana,  now 
assigned  August  12.  1974,  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  Is  cancelled  and  the  application  is  dis¬ 
missed. 

IAS  No.  8962,  Bulk  Grain  In  Bargeloads, 
Mlddlewest,  South  A  Southwest,  now  being 
aaslgned  bearing  October  8,  1974,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Ocunmeroe  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington.  D.C. 

IAS  M-27884,  Export,  Import,  Coastwise  and 
Intercoastal  Shipments,  now  being  assigned 
hearing  October  16,  1974,  at  the  Offices  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  35940,  Investigation  Into  The  Lawfulness 
of  Interchange  Arrangements  Between  the 
Bangor  and  Aroostook  Railroad  aixl  CP 
Rail  at  BrownvlUe  Junction.  Maine.  No. 
35987,  Main  Central  Railroad  Company-V- 
Bangor  and  Aroostook  Railroad  Company, 
No.  36013,  Penn  Central  Transportation 
Company,  George  P.  Baker,  Robert  W. 
Blanchette,  and  Richard  C.  Bond,  TTustees- 
V-Bangor  and  Aroostook  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany,  and  No.  36013  Sub  1,  Boston  and 
Maine  Corporation.  Robert  W.  Meserve  and 
Benjamin  H.  Lacy,  Trustees-V-Bangor  and 
Aroostook  Railroad  Company,  now  being 
assigned  pre-hearing  conference  Sept^- 
ber  11-,  1^4,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commeroe  Commlsrton,  Washington, 
D.a 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(FRDOO.74-1880S  PUed  6-14-74;8:46  am] 


[Notice  No.  139] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROC|EDINGS 

August  14, 1974. 

Application  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b)  in  con¬ 
nection  with  transfer  application  under 
section  212(b)  and  Transfer  Rules,  49 
CFR  Part  1132: 

No.  MC-PC-75316.  By  application  filed 
August  6.  1974,  HANSON  TRANSPORT. 
INC.,  1402  Sixth  St..  South  Fargo,  ND 
58102,  seeks  temporary  authority  to 
lease  the  operating  rights  of  HANSON 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  MayvUle,  ND  58257, 
under  section  210a (b).  The  transfer  to 
HANSON  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  Of  the 
operating  rights  of  HANSON  TRANS¬ 
FER,  INC.,  is  presently  pending. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18006  FUed  8-14-74;8:4B  am] 
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IRREGUUVR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY— EUMINA- 
TION  OF  GATEWAY  LETTER  NOTICES 

Aucxtst  12,  1974. 

Tlie  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur- 
l)ose  of  reducing  highway  congestion, 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution, 
minimizing  safety  hazards,  and  con¬ 
serving  fuel  have  been  filed  with  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  under 
the  Commission’s  Grateway  Elimination 
Rules  (49  CFR  1065  (a) ) ,  and  notice 
thereof  to  all  interested  persons  is 
hereby  given  as  provided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  Uie  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission  on  or  before  August  26,  1974.  A 
copy  must  also  be  served  upon  ap¬ 
plicant  or  its  representative.  Protests 
against  the  elimination  of  a  gateway  will 
not  operate  to  stay  commencement  of  the 
proposed  operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
In  Identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC-76  (Sub-No.  El) ,  filed  May  7, 
1974.  Applicant:  MAWSON  &  MAWSON, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  125,  Langhome,  Pa. 
19047.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ger¬ 
ald  S.  Gomer  (same  as  above) .  Authori¬ 
ty  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Heavy  ma¬ 
chinery.  (a)  between  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
and  points  in  Pennsylvania  within  150 
miles  of  Philadelphia  (except  those 
points  on,  east,  and  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  New  York-Pennsylvanla 
State  line  and  extending  south  on  U.S. 
Highway  220  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
6,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  6  to  junc¬ 
tion  Pennsylvaia  Highway  29,  thence 
over  Pennsylvania  Highway  309  to  junc¬ 
tion  Pennsylvania  Highway  29,  thence 
over  Pennsylvania  Highway  29  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S,  Highway  11,  thence  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11  to  jimctlon  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  239,  thence  over  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  239  to  junction  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  93,  thence  over  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  93  to  Jimctlon  Interstate  Highway 
80,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway  80  to 
the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State  line) , 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  and  Msus- 
sachusetts,  and  (b)  between  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  and  points  in  Pennsylvania 
within  150  miles  of  Philadelphia  (except 
those  points  on.  west,  and  south  of  the 
line  described  in  (a)  above),  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In  Rhode 
Island,  points  in  Massachusetts  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Massachu- 
setts-Vermont  State  line  and  extending 
along  Interstate  Highway  91  to  Junction 
U.S,  Highway  202,  thence  along  U,8. 
Highway  202  to  the  Massachusetts-Con- 
nectlcut  State  line,  and  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut  on,  east,  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Connectlcut-Massachu- 
setts  State  line  and  extending  along 


n.S.  Highway  202  to  junction  Connecti¬ 
cut  Highway  10,  thence  over  Connecticut 
Highway  10  to  junction  Connecticut 
Highway  67,  thence  over  Connecticut 
Highway  67  to  junctimi  n.S.  EQghway 
202,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  202  to 
junction  Connecticut  Highway  58. 
thence  over  Connecticut  Highway  58 
to  junction  Connecticut  Highway  107, 
thence  over  Connecticut  Highwi^  107  to 
junction  U.S,  Highway  7,  thence  north 
over  U.S.  Highway  7  to  jimctlon  Con¬ 
necticut  Highway  102,  thence  over  Cwi- 
nectlcut  Highway  102  to  the  Connecti¬ 
cut-New  York  State  line;  and  (2)  Build¬ 
ing  materials,  from  points  in  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  and  Delaware,  to  points  in 
Maryland  except  (a)  from  points  in  New 
York  west  of  New  York  Highway  14  to 
points  in  Maryland  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Pennsylvania-Maryland 
State  line  and  extending  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  140  to  junction  Maryland  Highway 
97,  thence  over  Maryland  Highway  97 
to  junction  Maryland  Highway  28, 
thence  over  Maryland  Highway  28  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  241,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  241  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  495,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  495  to  the  Maryland-Virginla 
State  line. 

(b)  From  points  in  Delaware  south 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Dela¬ 
ware  River  and  extending  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  295  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  95,  thence  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  95  to  junction  Delaware  Highway  7, 
thence  over  Delaware  Highway  7  to  the 
Delaware-Pennsylvania  State  line,  to 
points  in  Maryland;  and  (c)  from  points 
in  Delaware  on,  north,  and  east  of  the 
line  described  in  (b)  above  to  points  in 
Maryland  north  and  east  of  a  line  be- 
giiming  at  the  Delaware-Maryland  State 
line  and  extending  over  Maryland  High¬ 
way  404  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  50, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  50  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  495,  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  495  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70.  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  70  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
15,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  15  to  the 
Maryland-Pennsylvanla  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  New  York,  N.Y.,  in  (1) 
above;  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  in  (2). 

No.  MC-14659  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  O’DONNELL’S 
EXPRESS,  Davis  Street,  Presque  Isle, 
Maine  04769.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Kenneth  B.  Williams,  111  State  Street, 
Boston,  Mass.  02109.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier.  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  and  except  dangerous 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined  in 
Practices  of  Motor  Common  Carriers  of 
Household  Goods.  17,  M.C.C.  467  (1939) , 
commodities  in  bulk,  livestock,  commodi¬ 
ties  requiring  special  equipment,  and 
those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading) ,  (a)  between  Newburyport 
and  Salisbury,  Mass.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  In  Rhode 
Island  and  Connecticut;  and  (b)  between 
points  In  Essex  and  Suffolk  Counties, 


Mass.,  and  points  in  those  portions  of 
Norfolk  and  Middlesex  Counties,  Mass., 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Massachusetts-New  Hampshire  State  line 
and  extending  along  Massachusetts 
Highway  111,  to  junction  Massachusetts 
Highway  119,  thence  along  Massachusetts 
Highway  119,  to  junction  Massachusetts 
Highway  27,  thence  along  Massachusetts 
Highway  27  to  the  Norfolk-Bristol 
County  boundary  line,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Rhode  Island 
and  Connecticut.  ’ITie  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Bos¬ 
ton,  Mass.,  and  points  in  Massachusetts 

within  12  miles  of  Boston. 

\ 

No.  MC-18738  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  SIMS  MOTOR 
TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  610  West 
138th  Street,  Rlverdale.  HI.  60627.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Eugene  L.  Cahn, 
One  North  La  Salle  Street,  (Chicago,  HI. 
60602.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Iron 
and  steel  articles,  (a)  from  Buffalo,  N.Y., 
to  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  (b)  from  Mansfield, 
Ohio,  to  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  (c)  from 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and 
(2)  Iron  and  steel  articles  (except  those 
of  unusual  value  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment) ,  (a)  from  Louisville, 
Ky.,  to  points  in  Indiana  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana- 
Illlnois  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  136  to  Indianapolis,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  69  to  junction 
Indiana  Highway  18,  thence  over  Indi¬ 
ana  Highway  18  to  junction  Indiana 
Highway  67,  thence  over  Indiana  High¬ 
way  18  to  the  Indlana-Ohlo  State  line; 
points  in  Ohio  on  and  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Ohlo-Indlana  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  30N,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  30N  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to 
the  Ohlo-Pennsylvanla  State  line;  points 
in  Michigan;  and  points  in  Hlmols  on 
and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  36;  (b)  from 
Buffalo,  N.Y.,  to  r>olnts  in  Illinois;  points 
in  Indiana  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  or  near  Michigan  City  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  421  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Indiana  Highway  43,  thence  along 
Indiana  Highway  43  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  231,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
231  to  the  Indiana-Kentucky  State  line; 
and  points  in  Kentucky  on  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  431. 

(c)  Prom  Mansfield,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Illinois  north  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Hlinois-Indiana  State  line 
and  extending  along  Hlinols  Highway 
17  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  57, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  57  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  72,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  72  to  junction 
Hlinols  Highway  47,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  47  to  junction  U.S,  Highway 
51,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  51  to  junc¬ 
tion  Hlinols  Highway  16,  thence  along 
Hllnc^s  Highway  16  to  junction  Hlinols 
Highway  127,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  127  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
70,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  70 
to  the  HUnols-Mlssourl  State  line;  (d) 
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from  Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois:  (e)  from  Kokomo,  Ind.,  to  points 
in  Kentucky  east  of  U.S.  Highway  127; 
and  points  in  Ohio  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Cincinnati  and  extending 
along  Interstate  Highway  71  to  Colum¬ 
bus,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  16  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  36,  thence  along 
U  S.  Highway  36  to  jimction  Interstate 
Highway  77,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  77  to  junction  Ohio  Highway 
800,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway  800  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  183,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  183  to  Alliance,  thence 
over  Ohio  Highway  225  to  junction  Ohio 
Highway  5,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway  5 
to  junction  Ohio  Highway  11,  thence  over 
Ohio  Highw'ay  11  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  20  to 
the  Ohio-Pennsylvania  State  line;  (f) 
from  Danville,  HI.,  to  points  in  Indiana 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana- 
Kentucky  State  line  and  extending  along 
Interstate  Highway  65  to  Indianapolis, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  69  to 
junction  Indiana  Highway  9,  thence 
along  Indiana  Highway  9  to  the  Indiana- 
Michigan  State  line:  points  in  Ohio  on, 
south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Indiana-Ohio  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  127,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
127  to  the  Ohio-Michigan  State  line; 
points  in  Michigan  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Michigan-Indiana  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
27  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  75, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  75  to 
the  U.S.-Canada  International  Bound¬ 
ary  line;  and  points  in  Kentucky  on  and 
east  of  Interstate  Highway  65. 

<g)  From  Cincinnati  and  Middletown, 
Ohio,  to  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  (h)  from  points 
in  Illinois  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
36  to  points  in  Ohio  on  and  south  of 
Interstate  Highway  70;  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Kentucky-Indiana  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  65  to 
junction  Kentucky  Highway  90,  thence 
along  Kentucky  Highway  90  to  junction 
Kentucky  Highway  63,  thence  along  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  63  to  the  Kentucky-Ten- 
nessee  State  Une;  and  points  in  Indiana 
on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Indiana-Ohlo  State  hne  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  junction  In¬ 
diana  Highway  37,  thence  along  Indiana 
Highway  37  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  65,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
65  to  the  Indiana-Kentucky  State  Une; 
(i)  from  points  in  Illinois  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  36  to  points  in  Indiana  north 
and  east  of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  Indi¬ 
ana-Ohio  State  Une  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  36  to  junction  Indiana 
Highway  9,  thence  along  Indiana  High¬ 
way  9  to  the  Indiana-Michigan  State 
Une;  points  in  Ohio  north  of  Interstate 
Highway  70;  and  east  of  a  Une  beginning 
at  the  Michigan-Indiana  State  Une  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  27  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  75,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  75  to  the  U.S.- 
Canada  International  Boundary  line; 
(j)  from  points  in  Ulinois  to  points  in 
Ohio  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  Une  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Ohlo-Indlana  State  Une  and 


and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  36 
to  Piqua,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  25 
to  Cincinnati. 

(k)  From  points  in  Ohio  bounded  by  a 
Une  begiimlng  at  the  Indiana-Ohio  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
36  to  Piqua,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
25  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  35,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  35  to  the  Ohio- 
Indiana  State  line  to  points  in  Indiana 
on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Indiana-Dlinois  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  junc¬ 
tion  Indiana  Highway  37,  thence  over 
Indiana  Highway  37  to  the  Indiana-Ken¬ 
tucky  State  line;  and  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Kentucky-Indiana  State  line  and 
extending  along  Kentucky  Highway  69  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  231,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  231  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  65,  thence  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  65  to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State 
Une  (including  Bowling  Green,  Ky.) ;  (1) 
from  points  in  Ohio  on,  south,  and  west 
of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  Ohio-Indiana 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  35  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  25, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  25  to  the 
Ohio-Kentucky  State  line  to  points  in 
Indiana  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  Une 
beginning  at  the  Indiana-Hlinois  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
36  to  junction  421,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  421  to  junction  Indiana  High¬ 
way  29,  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  25, 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  31,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  31  to  the  Indiana- 
Michigan  State  line. 

(m)  Prom  points  in  the  Chicago,  Ill., 
commercial  zone  to  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  (n) 
from  Chicago  Heights,  HI.,  to  points  in 
Indiana  on,  south,  and  east  of  a  Une 
bei  inning  at  the  Indiana-Ohio  State  Une 
and  extending  along  Interstate  Highway 
70  to  Indianapolis,  thence  along  Indiana 
Highway  37  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  50, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  231,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  231  to  the  Indiana-Kentucky 
State  Une;  and  points  in  Kentucky  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  431;  (o)  from 
Chicago  Heights,  HI.,  to  points  in  Ohio; 

(p)  from  Chicago  Heights,  HI.,  to  points 
in  Michigan  on,  east,  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Michigan-Ohio 
State  Une  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  127  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
27,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  27  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  10,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  10  to  Ludington  (includ¬ 
ing  aU  points  on  the  Upper  Peninsula) ; 

(q)  from  Joliet,  HI.,  to  points  in  Michi¬ 
gan,  Indiana,  Ohio,  and  Kentucky;  (r) 
from  Elk  Grove,  HI.,  to  points  in  Michi¬ 
gan  on,  east,  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Michigan-Indiana  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  31  to 
junction  Michigan  Highway  51,  thence 
along  Michigan  Highway  51  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  94,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  94  to  jimction  Michi¬ 
gan  Highway  40,  thence  along  Michigan 
Highway  40  to  Holland  (Including  all 
points  on  the  Upper  Peninsula) ;  (s)  from 
Elk  Grove,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Indiana  on, 
south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Indiana-Michigan  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Indiana  Highway  19  to  junc¬ 


tion  Indiana  Highway  110,  thence  along 
Indiana  Highway  110  to  junction  Indiana 
Highway  25,  thence  along  Indiana  Kgh- 
way  25  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  24, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  the  In- 
diana-IUinois  State  Une;  and  (t)  from 
Elk  Grove,  HI., 'to  points  in  Ohio  and 
Kentucky. 

The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateways  of  points  in  the  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.,  commercial  zone,  and  points 
in  White  County,  Ind.  in  (la),  (lb), 
and  (Ic)  above;  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  in 
(21),  and  (2n),  (2h),  (2i),  (2j),  (2k), 
(21),  and  (2n);  points  in  the  Cfiiicago, 
HI.,  commercial  zone  in  (2b) ,  (2c) ,  (2d) , 
and  (2q) ;  Cincinnati  or  Middletown, 
Ohio,  in  (2e) ;  points  in  White  County, 
Ind.,  in  (2m) ;  Joliet,  HI.,  and  points  in 
the  Chicago,  HI.,  commercial  zone,  or 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  in  (2o),  (28),  and 
(2t) ;  and  Joliet,  HI.,  and  points  in  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.,  commercial  zone  in  (2p)  and 
(2r). 


No.  MC-40087  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
June  6,  1974.  AppUcant:  C  &  C  TRUC:K- 
ING  CO.,  INC.,  Foot  of  Main  Street, 
Larrytown,  N.Y.  10591.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  WilUam  Biter  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
imusual  value,  and  except  dangerous  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goo^  as  defined  in 
Practices  of  Motor  Common  Carriers  of 
Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467,  perish¬ 
able  commodities,  those  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  be¬ 
tween  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  points  in 
Pennsylvania  within  10  miles  thereof, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Bergen  and  Hudson  Counties, 
N.J.  TJie  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateways  of  points  in  West¬ 
chester  County,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-52861  (Sub-No.  E8) ,  filed 
May  22,  1974.  AppUcant:  WILLS 

TRUCKING.  INC.,  2535  Center  Street, 
Cleveland,  Ohio  44113.  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Paul  P.  Beery,  8  East  Broad 
Street,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Ferro  alloys,  in  bulk,  in 
dump  vehicles,  between  points  in  Wayne 
and  Monroe  Counties,  Mich.,  within  40 
miles  of  Monroe,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  Indiana.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Toledo,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-52861  (Sub-No.  ElO),  filed 
May  22,  1974.  AppUcant;  WILLS 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  2535  Center  Street, 
Cleveland,  Ohio  44113.  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Paul  P.  Beery,  8  East  Broad 
Street,  Columbus.  Ohio  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Crushed  limestone,  sand, 
and  pebbles,  from  points  in  Steuben 
County,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Michigan 
within  40  miles  of  Monroe,  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Pulton  County,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-52861  (Sub-No.  E22),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  AppUcant:  WILLS 
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TRUCKING.  INC.,  2535  Center  Street, 
Cleveland,  Ohio  44113.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East  Broad 
Street,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Salt,  in  bulk,  from  points 
In  Wayne  and  Monroe  Counties,  Mich., 
within  40  miles  of  Monroe,  to  points  in 
Indiana.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Lucas 
County,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-63417  (Sub-No.'  E15),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant;  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY.  INC.,  1814 
Hollins  Road,  NE.,  Roanoke,  Va.  24001. 
Applicant’s  representative;  Nancy  Pye- 
att,  1030  Fifteenth  St.  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  New  furniture,  from  Bedford,  Va., 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Delaware,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maryland, 
Michigan,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  West  Virginia. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Roanoke,  Va. 

No.  MC-63417  (Sub-No.  E17).  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  (X)MPANY,  INC.,  1814 
Hollins  Road,  NE.,  Roanoke,  Va.  24001. 
Applicant’s  representative;  Nancy  Pye- 
att,  1030  Fifteenth  St.  NW..  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  New  furniture,  from  Altavista,  Va., 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Georgia,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Ohio, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  West 
Virginia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Roanoke,  Va. 

No.  MC-63417  (Sub-No.  E22).  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant;  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  1814 
Hollins  Road  NE.,  Roanoke,  Va.  24001. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Nancy  Pye- 
att.  1030  Fifteenth  St.  NW..  Washington, 
D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
furniture,  from  Galak,  Va.,  to  points  in 
Louisiana,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Macbn,  Ga. 

No.  MC-63417  (Sub-No.  E23),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  1814 
Hollins  Road  NE..  Roanoke.  Va.  24091. 
Applicant’s  representative;  Nancy  Pye- 
att,  1030  Fifteenth  St.  NW..  Washington, 
D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  New 
furniture,  from  High  Point,  Kemersvllle, 
Thomasville,  and  Winston-Salem,  N.C.  to 
points  in  Louisiana.  ’The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Stanleytown,  Va.,  points  in  Virginia,  and 
Macon,  Ga. 

No.  MC-63417  (Sub-No.  E24),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  1814 


Hollins  Road  NE.,  Roanoke,  Va.  24001. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Nancy  Pye- 
att,  1030  Fifteenth  St.  NW..  Washington, 
D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
furniture,  from  Roanoke  and  Rocky 
Mount,  Va.,  to  points  in  Louisiana,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  Texas.  ’The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Macon,  Ga. 

No.  MC-63417  (Sub-No.  E25),  filed 
June  4.  1974.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TTRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  1814 
Hollins  Road  NE.,  Roanoke,  Va.  24001. 
Applicant’s  representative;  Nancy  Pye- 
att,  1030  Fifteenth  St.  NW..  Washington, 
D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
furniture,  from  Martinsville.  Bassett, 
and  Stanleytown,  Va.,  and  points  within 
ten  miles  of  Stanleytown,  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  Louisiana.  Mississippi,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  Texas.  ’The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Macon,  Ga. 

No.  MC-64932  (Sub-No.  E48),  (COR¬ 
RECTION)  ,  filed  June  3,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  June  29,  1974. 
Applicant:  ROGERS  CARTAGE  CO., 
10735  South  Cicero  Avenue,  Oak  Lawn, 
m.  60453.  Applicant’s  representative: 
W.  F.  Farrell  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transp>orting:  Liquid  chemicals  and  liq¬ 
uid  petroleum-chemicals  (except  sulphu¬ 
ric  acid) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Louisiana,  and  Mississippi,  and 
those  points  in  Colorado  and  New  Mexico 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  85.  ’The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Marshall.  HI.  The  purpose  of 
this  correction  is  to  clarify  the  commodi¬ 
ties  to  be  transported. 

No.  MC-64932  (Sub-No.  E50).  (COR¬ 
RECTION),  filed  June  3.  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  June  27,  1974. 
Applicant;  ROGERS  CARTAGE  CO., 
10735  South  Cicero  Avenue,  Oak  Lawn, 
HI.  60453.  Applicant’s  representative; 
W.  F.  Farrell  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Liquid  chemicals  and  liq¬ 
uid  petroleum-chemicals  (except  sulphu¬ 
ric  acid),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Iowa, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Texas,  and  Wisconsin.  'The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Chicago  Heights,  Ill.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  correction  is  to  clarify  the 
commodities  to  be  transported. 

No.  MC-65112  (Sub-No.  El) ,  filed  May 
30,  1974.  Applicant:  F(X5AR'rY  BROS, 
’TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3402,  Tampa, 
Fla.  33601.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Thomas  R.  Kingsley,  1819  H  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 


in  Dade,  Walker,  Catoosa,  Floyd,  CHiat- 
tooga,  Gordon,  Whitfield.  Murray,  Fan¬ 
nin,  Gilmer,  Pickens,  Dawson,  Lumpkin. 
Union,  Towns,  White,  Hall,  Rabun,  Ha- 
bershsim,  Stephens.  Franklin,  Hart,  and 
Banks  Counties,  Ga.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  oUier,  points  in  Arizona, 
New  Mexico,  and  Mesa,  Delta,  Garfield, 
Eagle,  Routt,  Moffat,  and  Rio  Blanco 
Counties,  Colo.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  points 
in  Florida,  and  Dallas,  Port  Worth,  or 
Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC-65112  (Sub-No.  E2) ,  filed  May 
30.  1974.  Applicant:  FOGARTY  BROS. 
TRANSFER.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3402,  Tampa, 
Fla.  33601.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Thomas  R.  Kingsley,  1819  H  Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Polk,  Paulding,  Cobb,  De  Kalb,  Gwin¬ 
nett,  Cherokee.  Bartow,  Pulton,  I^uglas, 
Carroll,  Haralson.  Rockdale,  Butts,  Bar- 
row,  Jackson,  CHarke,  Oconee,  Walton, 
Morgan,  Newton.  Henry.  (Hayton,  Pay¬ 
ette,  Coweta,  Heard.  Putnam,  and  Jasper 
Counties,  Ga..  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  Arizona.  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  Texas,  those  in  Larimer,  Jackson. 
Routt,  Moffat,  Rio  Blanco,  Garfield, 
Mesa,  Delta,  Gunnison.  Pitkin,  Eagle, 
Summit,  Grand,  and  Weld  Counties, 
Colo.,  and  those  in  CJimarron  County, 
Okla.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  in  Flor¬ 
ida,  and  Dallas,  Port  Worth,  or  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex. 

No.  MC-65112  (Sub-No.  E3) .  filed  May 
30,  1974.  Applicant;  POGAR'TY  BROS. 
TRANSFER.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3402,  Tampa. 
Fla.  33601.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  R.  mngsley,  1819  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  11,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Arizona,  points  in 
that  part  of  New  Mexico  in  and  south  of 
McKinley,  Valencia,  Socorro,  Lincoln 
De  Baca,  Roosevelt,  and  dhirry  Counties, 
and  points  in  that  part  of  Texas  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Texas- 
New  Mexico  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  180  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
80,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  the 
Texas-Louisiana  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  points  in  Florida,  and  Dallas,  Fort 
Worth,  or  Houston  Tex. 

No.  MC-65112  (Sub-No.  E5) ,  filed  May 
30.  1974.  Applicant:  P<X5ARTY  BROS. 
'TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3402,  Tampa, 
Fla.  33601.  Applicant’s  representative; 
Thomas  R.  Kingsley,  1819  H  St. 
NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20006  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Virginia  on  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  81,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
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on  the  other,  points  In  Arizona,  New 
Mexico  (Colfax,  Union,  and  Taos  Coun¬ 
ties)  ,  and  those  in  Texas  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Texas-New 
Mexico  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  180  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
80,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  the 
Texas-Louisiana  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  points  in  Florida,  and  Dallas,  Fort 
Worth,  or  Houston,  Texas. 

No.  MC-65112  (Sub-No.  E6) ,  filed  May 
30,  1974.  Applicant:  FOGARTY  BROS. 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3402,  Tampa, 
Fla.  33601.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  R.  Kingsley,  1819  H  St. 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Maryland  on  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  15,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Yuma,  Maricopa, 
Tav£«)ai,  Pima,  Pinal,  Santa  C!ruz,  Gila, 
Graham,  Greenlee,  and  Cochise  Counties, 
Ariz.,  points  in  Lra,  Eddy,  Otero,  Dona 
Ana,  Sierra,  Luna,  Grant,  and  Hidalgo 
Counties,  N.  Mexico,  and  points  in  that 
part  of  Texas  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Texas-New  Mexico  State 
line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  80, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  the 
Texas-Louisiana  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  points  in  Florida,  and  Dallas,  Fort 
Worth,  or  Houston,  Texas. 

No.  MC-65112  (Sub-No.  E7) ,  filed  May 
30,  1974.  Applicant:  FOGARTY  BROS. 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3402,  Tampa, 
Fla.  33601.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  R.  Kingsley,  1819  H  St. 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Troup,  Harris,  Talbot,  Marion,  Chat¬ 
tahoochee,  Muscogee,  and  Stewart  Coun¬ 
ties,  Ga.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Arizona,  Colorado,  New 
Mexico,  Texas,  and  Oklahoma  (except 
McIntosh,  Haskell,  Sequoyah,  Muskogee, 
Okmulgee,  Tulsa,  Wagoner,  Cherokee, 
AdaJr,  Delaware,  Mayes,  Rogers,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Nowata,  Craig,  and  Ottawa 
Counties).  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Florida,  and  Dallas,  Houston,  or  Fort 
Worth,  Texas. 

No.  MC-65112  (Sub-No.  E8),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  FOGARTY 
BROS.  TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3402, 
Tampa,  Fla.  33601.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  R.  Kingsley,  1819  H 
St.  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods. 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  in  that  part  of  (Georgia  in  and 
south  of  Screven,  Jenkins,  Emanuel, 
Johnson,  Wilkinson,  Baldwin,  Jones, 
Monroe,  Lamar,  Pike,  Meriwether,  Troup, 
Upson,  Taylor,  Schely,  Smnter,  Spald¬ 
ing,  Webster,  Randolph,  and  Quitman 


Counties,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Arizona,  Arkansas,  Colo¬ 
rado,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  points  in  Florida,  and 
Dallas,  Port  Worth,  or  Houston,  Texas. 

No.  MC-65112  (Sub-No.  E9),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  PCXIARTY 
BROS.  TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3402, 
Tampa,  Fla.  33601.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  R.  Kingsley,  1819  H 
St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  in  Pickens,  Oconee,  Greenville, 
Anderson,  Abbeville,  McCormick,  Lau¬ 
rens,  Spartanburg,  Union,  Greenwood, 
Cherokee,  York,  Lancaster,  and  Chester 
CTountles,  S.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Arizona,  New  Mexico, 
Texas,  and  Colorado  (except  Yuma,  Kit 
CTarson,  Cheyenne,  Kiowa,  Prowers,  and 
Baca  Coimties) .  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  points 
in  Florida,  and  Dallas,  Port  Worth,  or 
Houston,  Texas. 

No.  MC%-65112  (Sub-No.  ElO),  filed 
May  30.  1974.  Applicant:  FOGARTY 
BROS.  TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3402, 
Tampa,  Fla.  33601.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative-  Thomas  R.  Kingsley,  1819  H 
St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  in  Edgefield,  Aiken,  Barnwell, 
Bamberg,  Orangeburg,  Saluda,  Lexing¬ 
ton,  Richland,  Sumter,  Clarendon,  and 
Calhoim  Coimties,  S.C.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Arizona,  New 
Mexico,  Texas,  Colorado  (except  Yuma, 
Kit  Carson,  Cheyenne,  Kiowa.  Prowers, 
and  Baca  Counties) ,  and  Oklahoma  (ex¬ 
cept  McIntosh,  Haskell,  Sequoyah,  Mus¬ 
kogee,  Okmulgee,  Tulsa,  Wagoner,  Cher¬ 
okee,  Adair,  Delaware,  Mayes,  Rogers, 
Washington,  Nowata,  C?ralg,  and  Ottawa 
Counties).  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  in 
Florida,  and  Dallas,  Fort  Worth,  or 
Houston,  Texas. 

No.  MC-65112  (Sub-No.  11),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant;  FOGARTY 
BROS.  TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3402, 
Tampa,  Fla.  33601.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Thomas  R.  Kingsley,  1819  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  in  Allendale.  Colleton,  Dorchester, 
Berkeley,  Hampton.  Jasper,  Beaufort, 
Charleston,  WiUiamsbiu-g,  cieorgetown, 
Florence,  Lee,  Kershaw,  Chesterfield, 
Darlington,  Marlboro,  Ilillon,  Marion, 
and  Horry  Counties,  S.C.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ari¬ 
zona,  Colorado,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma, 
Texas,  and  points  in  that  part  of  Ar¬ 
kansas  in  and  south  of  Scott,  Montgom¬ 
ery,  Garland,  Hot  Spring,  Grant,  Jef¬ 
ferson,  Arkansas,  and  Desha  Coimties. 


The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  points  In  Florida,  and 
Dallas,  Fort  Worth,  and  Houston,  Tex. 

No.  M(>-65112  (Sub-No.  E12),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  FOGARTY 
BROS.  TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3402, 
Tampa,  Fla.  33601.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  R.  Kingsley,  1819  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  in  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island, 
Massachusetts,  and  New  Hampshire,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Arizona,  Texas,  and  New  Mexico  (ex¬ 
cept  Colfax,  Union,  Taos,  Rio  Arriba,  and 
San  Juan  Counties) .  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Dallas,  Houston,  or  Fort  Worth,  Tex., 
Boston,  Mass.,  and  points  in  Massachu¬ 
setts  within  20  miles  thereof,  and  points 
in  Florida. 

No.  MC-65112  (Sub-No.  E13),  filed 
May  30.  1974.  Applicant:  FOGARTY 
BROS.  TTIANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3402, 
Tampa,  na.  3360 1.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Thomas  R.  Kingsley,  1819  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  (Hierate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  in  that  part  of  New  York  on  and 
east  of  New  York  Highway  7,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ari¬ 
zona,  points  in  Hidalgo,  Grant,  Luma, 
Dona  Ana,  Otero.  Eddy,  and  Lea  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.  Mex.,  and  points  in  that  part  of 
Texas  on  and  souUi  of  a  line  be^ning 
at  the  Texas-New  Mexico  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  180  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  80,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  80  to  the  Texas-Louisiana  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Dallas,  Fort  Worth, 
or  Houston,  Tex.,  and  points  in  Florida. 

No.  MC-65112  (Sub-No.  E14),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant;  FOGARTY 
BROS.  TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3402, 
Tampa,  Fla.  33601.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Thomas  R.  Kingsley,  1819  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  (derate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
New  York,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  West¬ 
chester,  Queens,  Dutchess,  Nassau,  Or¬ 
ange,  Putnam,  Rockland,  Suffolk,  Sulli¬ 
van,  and  Ulster  Counties,  N.Y.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Arizona,  New  Mexico  (except  Colfax, 
Union,  Taos,  Rio  Arriba,  and  San  Juan 
Counties),  and  points  in  that  part  of 
Texas  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Texas-New  Mexico  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  180  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  80,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  80  to  the  Texas-Louisiana  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateways  of  Dallas,  Port  Worth, 
or  Houston,  Tex.,  and  points  in  Florida. 

No.  MC-65112  (Sub-No.  E15),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  FOGARTY 
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BROS.  TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3402, 
Tampa,  Fla.  33601.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  R.  ^ngsley,  1819  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  in  Vermont,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Arizona,  points  in 
Lea,  Eddy,  Otero,  Dona  Ana,  Luna,  Hi¬ 
dalgo,  and  Grant  Counties,  N.  Mex.,  and 
points  in  that  part  of  Texas  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Texas-New 
Mexico  State  line,  thence  alofig  U.S. 
Highway  180  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
80,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  the 
Texas-Iouisiana  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Dallas,  Houston,  or  Fort  Worth,  Tex., 
Boston,  Mass.,  and  points  in  Massachu¬ 
setts  with  20  miles  thereof,  and  points  in 
Florida. 

No.  MC-76177  (Sub-No.  E32)  (COR¬ 
RECTION),  filed  April  15,  1974,  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  July  9, 
1974.  Applicant:  BAGGETT  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  2  South  32nd  St., 
Birmingham,  Ala.  35233.  Applicant’s 
representative:  T.  C.  Sinclair  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  and  blasting  sup¬ 
plies.  between  points  in  Indiana,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  to  points 
In  Utah.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Grafton,  HI., 
and  Atlas,  Mo.  The  purpose  of  this  cor¬ 
rection  is  to  clarify  the  authority  as 
between  points — previously  published  as 
from  point  to  point. 

No.  MC-76177  (Sub-No.  E36  (COR- 
RECmON),  filed  April  15,  1974,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  July  9, 
1974.  Applicant:  BAGGETT  TRANS- 
PORTAnON  CO.,  2  South  32nd  Street, 
Birmingham,  Ala.  35233.  Applicant’s 
representative:  T.  C.  Sinclair  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregvilar  routes,  transporting:  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives  and  blasting  sup¬ 
plies,  from  points  in  Alabama  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  78  to  points  in  West  Vir¬ 
ginia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  McAdory,  Ala. 
The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to 
clarify  the  authority  as  from  points— 
previously  published  as  between. 

No.  MC-92068  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  MUTUAL 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  President 
and  Fleet  Street,  Baltimore,  Md.  21202. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Walter  T. 
Evans,  7401  Wisconsin  Avenue,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20014.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  General  commodities  (except 
those  of  unusual  value,  packinghouse 
products,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  oommodities  In  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment. 


and  those  injurious  or  contaminating 
to  other  lading),  from  points  in  the 
Washington,  D.C.,  Commercial  Zone  as 
defined  by  the  Commission  to  Baltimore, 
Md.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  the  facilities  of 
Mutual  Pool  Car  Agency  in  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC-92068  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  AppUcant:  MUTUAL 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  President 
and  Fleet  Street,  Baltimore,  Md.  21202. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Walter  T. 
Evans,  7401  Wisconsin  Ave.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20014.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  packinghouse  products, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  and  those 
injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading)  from  points  in  the  Washington, 
D.C.,  Commercial  Zone  as  defined  by 
the  Commission  to  Annapolis,  Md.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimmate  the 
gateway  of  the  facilities  of  Mutual  Pool 
Car  Agency  in  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E405).  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636,  At- 
Janta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212,  5299 
Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Lumber  (except 
plywood) ,  from  points  in  West  Virginia, 
on  and  east  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  West  Virginia-Kentucky 
State  line,  and  extending  along  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  65  to  Logan,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  119  to  its  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  21,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  21  to  its  junction  with  West  Virginia 
Highway  16,  thence  along  West  Virginia 
Highway  16  to  its  junction  with  West 
Virginia  Highway  4,  thence  along  West 
Virginia  Highway  4  to  its  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  19,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  19  to  the  West  Virglnia-Pennsyl- 
vania  State  line,  to  points  in  Alabama. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  North  Carolina. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E460),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC,,  P.O.  Box  1636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212,  5299 
Roswell  Road,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  fruits,  fro¬ 
zen  berries,  and  frozen  vegetables,  from 
points  in  Arkansas,  to  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut.  Ihe  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  New 
York, 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E465),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  AppUcant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1686,  At¬ 
lanta,  Oa.  30301.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  5299  RosweU  Rd., 


Suite  212,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from  Erie 
and  North  East,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E479),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30301,  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  5299  Roswell  Rd. 
NE.,  Suite  212,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fresh  and  frozen 
fruits  and  vegetables,  from  points  in 
Texas  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Texas-Louisiana  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Texas  secondary  Highway 
125  to  its  junction  with  Highway  11; 
thence  along  Texas  Highway  11  to  its 
junction  with  Texas  Highway  49;  thence 
along  Texas  Highway  49  to  its  junction 
with  Interstate  Highway  30;  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  30  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  69,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  69  to  Sherman;  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  82  to  Wichita  FaUs;  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  287  to  Amarillo, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  40  to 
the  Texas-New  Mexico  State  line,  to 
points  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Florida. 

No,  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E514),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  'AppUcant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Cfiyde  W.  Carver,  5299  RosweU 
Rd.  NE.,  Suite  212,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  Buffalo,  N.T.,  to  points  in  Arkansas. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Florence,  Ala. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E515),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  AppUcant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  5299  RosweU 
Rd.  NE.,  Suite  212,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  from  Erie,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Arkansas-Oklahoma  State  Une 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  33  to 
its  junction  with  Arkansas  Highway  16, 
thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  16  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  62,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  62  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  63,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  63  to  its  junction  with  Arkansas 
Highway  18,  thence  along  Arkansas 
Highway  18  to  Arkansas  Highway  137, 
thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  137  to 
the  Arkansas-Missouri  State  Une.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Florence,  Ala. 
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No.  MC-d5540  (Sub-No.  E517).  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC..  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Qyde  W.  Carver.  5299  Roerwell 
Rd.  NE..  Suite  212,  Atlanta.  Oa.  30342. 
AuthOTity  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
fruits,  frozen  berries,  and  frozen  vegeta¬ 
bles  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  points  in  New  York  to 
points  in  Mississippi  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Mississippi-Louisi- 
ana  State  line  and  extending  along  Mis- 
sippi  Highway  33  to  its  junction  with 
Mississippi  Highway  48,  thence  along 
Mississippi  Highway  48  to  its  junction 
with  Mississippi  Highway  24,  thence 
along  Mississippi  Highway  24  to 
McComb,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  98 
to  Hattiesburg,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11  to  its  junction  with  Mississippi 
Highway  42,  thence  along  Mississippi 
Highway  42  to  the  Mississippi-Alabama 
State  line,  "nie  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Tlfton,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E518),  filed 
May  6,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  5299  Roswell 
Rd.  NE.,  Suite  212,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products,  as 
described  in  Section  A  of  Appendix  I  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles)  ,  and  subject  to  the  condition  that 
such  commodities  as  do  not  require  re¬ 
frigeration  shall  be  transported  only  in 
mixed  truckloads  with  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  refrigeration;  from  Orangeburg, 
S.C.,  to  points  in  Mississippi  south  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  78.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
’Tifton,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E590),  filed 
May  28,  1974.  Anplicant;  V/ ATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  5299  Roswell 
Rd.  NE.,  Suite  212,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Canned  goods. 
from  points  in  New  Jersey  on  and  south 
of  U.S.  Highway  30  to  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Pike  and 
Spaulding  Counties,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  594),  filed 
May  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  5299  Roswell 
Rd.  NE.,  Suite  212,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dairy  products,  un- 
froaen,  in  vehicle  equipped  with  mechan¬ 
ical  refrigeratioii,  fro:n  Hagerstown,  Md., 
to  points  in  Texas.  ’Ihe  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 


plant  site  and  warehouse  sites  of  the 
Commercial  Cold  Storage,  lnc„  located 
at  or  near  Doraville,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E526),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Oa.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  5299  Roswell 
Rd.  NE.,  Suite  212,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Author!^  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Butter,  cheese, 
cream  and  milk,  including  concentrated 
milk,  from  pxjints  hi  Wisconsin,  to  points 
in  Florida.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Moultrie, 
Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E589),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant;  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Canned  goods,  from 
Frederick,  Baltimore,  and  Aberdeen,  Md., 
to  points  in  Texas.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  :  ateway  of  Pike 
and  Spaulding  Coimties,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E598),  filed 
May  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Clyde  W.  Carver,  5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE., 
Suite  212,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Frozen  foods,  and  meats, 
meat  products,  and  edible  meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts,  as  described  in  Section  A  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles) ,  from  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  points 
in  Texas  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Del  Rio  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  90  to  San  Antonio,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  *0  to  the  Texas- 
Louisiana  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Tifton,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E656),  filed 
May  11,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Clyde  W.  Carver,  5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE., 
Suite  212,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Frozen  fruits,  frozen 
berries,  and  frozen  vegetables,  from 
points  in  New  Jersey  to  points  in  Louisi¬ 
ana.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eli¬ 
minate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Georgia. 

No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E71),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Richard  W.  May  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle,  over 
irregular  rout»,  transporting:  l^ioet  iron 
roofing,  from  points  in  Missouri  to  points 
in  Mississippi.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 


bi  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  West 
Meoaphls,  Ark. 

No.  MC-lOOeee  (Sub-No.  E73),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Richard  W.  May  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sheet  iron 
roofing,  from  points  in  Arkansas  to  pwints 
In  Indiana.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  West 
Memphis,  Ark. 

No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E77),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shrevepxjrt,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Richard  W.  May  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  op>erate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Sheet 
iron  roofing  from  points  In  Kansas  to 
points  in  Florida.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gat^ay  of  West 
Memphis,  Term. 

No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E78),  filed 
May  30,  1974,  Applicant;  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Paul  Caplinger  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Composi¬ 
tion  or  prepared  roofing  from  Fort 
Dodge,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Louisiana  and 
Texas.  The  piurose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Arkansas-Tennessee  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
61  (also  known  as  Interstate  Highway 
55)  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  63  at  or 
near  Turrell,  Ark.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  63  to  the  Missourl-Arkansas 
State  line,  and  points  in  Oklahoma  on 
and  southeast  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Missouri-Oklahoma  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  Interstate  Highway  44  to  Ok¬ 
lahoma  Cfity,  Okla.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  66  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  81, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  81  to  the 
Oklahcwna-Texas  State  line. 

No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E105).  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7600, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  AppiUcant’s  rep>- 
resentatlve:  Richard  W.  May  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  rout^,  transporting;  (1) 
Plastic  pipe  from  Waco,  Tex.,  to  points 
in  Missouri  (Ft.  Smith,  Ark.)*,  (2)  Plas¬ 
tic  pipe  (except  oil  field  commodities  as 
described  by  the  commission  in  Mercer 
Extension — Oil  Reid  commodities,  74 
M.C.C.  439)  from  Waco,  Tex.,  to  points 
in  North  Carolina  (ColumWa,  Miss.)*. 
TTie  pjurpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  marked  with  asterisks 
above. 

No.  MCJ-106074  (Sub-No,  El),  filed 
June  5, 1974.  Applicant;  B  and  P  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8,  Haxelwood,  N.C. 
Ap3pUcant*8  rejwesentative:  George  W. 
cnapp,  P.O.  Box  836,  Taylors,  S.C.  29667. 
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Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  New  furniture, 
crated,  but  not  uncrated,  as  described  in 
Appendix  II  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  from  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  points  in  that  part  of  New  York,  on 
and  east  of  New  York  Highway  14,  and 
points  in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Penn- 
sylvania-Maryland  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  220  to  Wil¬ 
liamsport,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  15 
to  the  Pennsylvania-New  York  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Whittier,  N.C. 

No.  MC-106074  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
June  5,  1974.  Applicant:  B  AND  P 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8,  Hazel¬ 
wood,  N.C,  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  W.  Clapp,  P.O.  Box  836,  Taylors, 
S.C.  20687.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
furniture,  crated  or  uncrated,  from  Hag¬ 
erstown,  Md.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Ari¬ 
zona,  Arkansas,  California,  Colorado, 
Idaho,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  Texas, 
Utah,  Washington,  and  points  in  that 
part  of  Tennessee  on,  south,  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  41.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Whit¬ 
tier,  N.C. 

No.  MC-106074  (Sub-No.  E3),  filed 
Jime  5,  1974.  Applicant:  B  AND  P 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8,  Hazel¬ 
wood,  N.C.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  W.  Clapp,  P.O,  Box  836,  Taylors, 
S.C,  29687.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motm:  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
furniture,  from  Allentown,  Pa„  to  points 
in  Alabama  and  points  in  that  part  of 
Tennessee  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  North  Carolina-Tennessee 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  25/70  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  25E, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  25E  to  Ten- 
nessee-Kentucky  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Hazelwood,  N.C. 

No.  M0106074  (Sub-No.  E4),  filed 
June  5,  1974.  Applicant:  B  AND  P 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8,  Hazel¬ 
wood,  N.C.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  W.  Clapp,  P.O.  Box  836,  Taylors, 
S.C.  29687.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  New  fur~ 
niture,  crated  but  not  uncrated,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Appendix  n  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi~ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  from  Allentown,  Pa„ 
to  points  in  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi.  Oklahoma,  and  Texas.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Bryson  City,  N.C. 

No.  MC-106074  (Sub-No.  E5),  filed 
June  5,  1974.  Appllcwt:  B  AND  P 


MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8,  Hazel¬ 
wood,  N.C.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  W.  Clapp,  P.O.  Box  836,  Taylors, 
S.C.  29687.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
furniture,  crated  but  not  uncrated,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Appendix  II  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  from  Gardner, 
Mass.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Bryson  CJity,  N.C. 

No.  MC-107496  (Sub-No.  E816) ,  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed,  June  4,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register,  July  23,  1974. 
Applicant:  RUAN  TRANSPORT  COR¬ 
PORATION,  P.O.  Box  855,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  representative: 
E.  Check  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Animal  oils,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Douglas  and  Bay- 
field  Counties,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Minneapolis 
and  Austin,  Minn.  The  purpose  of  this 
correction  is  to  indicate  the  correct  “E” 
number — previously  published  as  E253. 

No.  MC-109891  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
April  10,  1974.  Applicant:  INFINGER 
’TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  7398,  Charleston,  Height,  S.C.  29405. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Frank  B. 
Hand,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  446,  Winchester,  Va. 
22601.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petro¬ 
leum  products,  from  Savannah,  Ga.,  to 
points  in  Tennessee  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Tennessee-North  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line  and  extending  over  U.S. 
Highway  129  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
75  to  the  Tennessee-Kentucky  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Spartanburg,  S.C. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E530),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals  and  liquid  coal  tar  products, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
that  part  of  Ohio  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
23  (except  points  in  Lake,  Mahoning, 
Trumbull,  and  Wayne  Coimties)  to 
points  in  New  Jersey.  The  piupose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Kobuta,  Pa. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E557),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative :  Thomas  J.  O’Brien 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk.  In  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Pennsylvania  to 


points  in  Illinois,  restricted  against  serv¬ 
ice  from  Bridgeville  and  Clairton,  Pa., 
to  points  in  the  Chicago,  Ill.,  commercial 
zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Bridgeville,  Pa. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No,  E558).  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CrHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  ’Thomas  J. 
O’Brien  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  chemicals  as  de¬ 
fined  in  The  Maxwell  Co.,  Extension — 
Addyston  63  M.C.C.  677  (except  bitu¬ 
minous  products  and  materials),  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  that 
part  of  Pennsylvania  on  and  south  of 
Interstate  Highway  80  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Indiana  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Ohio-Indiana  State 
line,  thence  along  Indiana  Highway  22  to 
Crawfordville,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  136  to  the  Indiana-minols  State 
line.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Pollansbee 
and  Natrium,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E559),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  ’ITiomas  J. 
O’Brien  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  chemicals  as  de¬ 
fined  in  The  Maxwell  Co.,  Extension — 
Addyston,  63  M.C.C.  677  (except  bitumi¬ 
nous  products  and  materials) ,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  to  points  in  Iowa.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  FoUansbee  and  Natrium,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E560),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Thomas  J. 
O’Brien  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  to  points  in  Kansas.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  and 
dyston,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E562),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O,  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Thomas  J. 
O’Brien  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  chemicals  as  de¬ 
fined  in  The  Maxwell  Co.,  Extension — 
Addyston,  63  M.C.C.  677,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  to  points  in  Louisiana.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  S.  Charleston,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-111375  (Sub-No.  E4),  filed 
May  8,  1974.  Applicant:  PIRKLE  BE- 
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FRIGERATED.  P.O.  Box  3358.  Madison. 
Wise.  53707.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  E.  Dye  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  <H>erate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Butter,  from  points 
in  California,  Idaho,  Oregon,  and  Wash¬ 
ington  to  Chicago,  Ill.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  that  part  of  Wisconsin  south 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  12. 

No.  MC-111545  (Sub-No.  E444),  filed 
June  4, 1974.  Applicant:  HOME  TRANS- 
PORTAnON  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6426,  Station  A,  Marietta,  Oa.  30062.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  E.  Bom 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which,  because  of  size  or  weiidit,  requires 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  between 
points  In  Somerset  and  Worcester 
Cotmties,  Md.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  Minne¬ 
sota  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Miimesota-Iowa  State  line,  thence 
along  Miimesota-Highway  15  to  St. 
Cloud,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  10  to 
Little  Falls,  thence  along  Minnesota 
Highway  371  to  Cass  Lake,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  2  to  Deer  River,  thence 
along  Minnesota  Highway  6  to  Big  Falls, 
thence  along  n.S.  Highway  71  to  Interna¬ 
tional  Falls.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  (1)  Elk 
Park,  N.C..  (2)  points  in  that  part  of 
Tennessee  within  175  miles  of  diatta- 
nooga,  Tenn.,  and  (3)  points  in  Iowa. 

No.  MC-111545  (Sub-No.  E445).  filed 
June  4, 1974.  AppUcant  ;  HOME  TRANS- 
PORTA’nON  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6426,  Station  A,  Marietta,  Ga.  30062.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  E.  Bom 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
(derate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irr^ular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Commodities  (except  knitting  ma¬ 
chines)  ,  the  transportation  of  which,  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight,  requires  the  use 
of  special  eqxiipment,  between  points  in 
that  part  of  Maryland  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beglnni^  at  the  Maryland-Dela- 
ware  State  line,  thence  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  301  to  Queenstown,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  Salisbury,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  13  to  jiinctlon  Maryland 
Highway  413,  thence  along  Maryland 
Highway  413  to  Crisfield,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  Iowa  on,  south,  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  lowa-Missourl 
State  line,  thei^  along  UB.  Highway 
71  to  junction  UB.  Highway  34,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  34  to  the  lowa-Ne- 
braska  State  line.  ’The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Ringgold,  Ga. 

No.  MC-111545  (Sub-No.  E503).  filed 
May  19, 1974.  Applicant:  HOME  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CX)MPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6426.  Station  A.  Marietta,  Ga.  30062.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  E.  Bom 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
v^iicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Commodities  (except  knitting  ma¬ 


chines)  .  the  transportation  of  which,  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight,  reqxiires  the  use 
of  special  equipment,  between  points  in 
New  Hampshire,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  Oklahoma.  ’The 
purpose  of  this  filiiig  is  tb  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Ringgold.  Oa. 

No.  MC  111545  (Sub-No.  E504).  filed 
May  19,  1974.  Applicant:  HOME 

TRANSPORTATION  CXIMPANY,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  6426,  Station  A,  Marietta,  Ga. 
30062.  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert 
E.  Bom  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Commodities  (except  knit¬ 
ting  machines),  the  transportation  of 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  requires 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  from  points 
in  New  Hampshire  to  points  in  New 
Mexico.  The  purp>ose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Arkoma,  Okla., 
and  Ringgold,  Ga. 

No.  MC-111545  (Sub-No.  E505),  filed 
May  19.  1974.  Applicant:  HOME 

TRANSPORTATION  (X)MPANY.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  6426,  Station  A,  Marietta.  Oa. 
30062.  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert 
E.  Bom  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Commodities  (except  knit¬ 
ting  machines),  the  transportation  (tf 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  requires 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  between 
points  in  New  Jersey,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  petots  in  Texas.  ’The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Ringgold.  Ga..  and  Hugo. 
Okla. 

No.  MCJ-111545  (Sub-No.  E506),  filed 
May  19.  1974.  Applicant:  HOME 

’TRANSPORTA’ITON  COMPANY,  INC.. 
P.O.  Box  6426,  Station  A,  Marietta,  Ga. 
30062.  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert 
E.  Bom  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Commodities  (except  knit¬ 
ting  machines),  the  transportation  of 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  requires 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  between 
points  in  New  Jersey,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Oklahoma. 
’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Ringgold.  Ga. 

No.  MC-1 12148  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  15.  1974.  Applicant:  WORSTER- 
lOWA,  INC.,  Gay  Rd..  North  East.  Penn. 
16428.  Applicant’s  representative:  Joseph 
T.  MacKrell.  Esq.,  23  West  Tenth  Street. 
Erie,  Penn.  16501.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products.  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  us  described  in 
Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  209  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  and 
hides) ,  from  (a)  the  plant  site  and  stor¬ 
age  facilities  utilized  by  Wilson  li  Co.,  at 
or  near  C^rokee,  Iowa,  (b)  the  plantslte 
and  storage  facilities  of  Missouri  Beef 
Packers,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Phelps  Ci^, 


Mo.,  (c)  the  plantslte  and  storage  facil¬ 
ities  of.  or  utilized  by  American  Beef 
Packers.  Inc.,  in  Pottawattaml  Coimty, 
Iowa,  and  (d)  Mason  City.  Iowa,  to 
Brocton  and  Westfield,  N.Y..  and  Erie 
and  North  East,  Pa.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Decatur  or  Lawton,  Mich. 

No.  MC-113336  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
June  4.  1974.  Applicant:  PETTROLETUM 
’TRANSIT  CO.,  P.O.  Box  921,  Lumberton, 
N.C.  28358.  Applicant’s  representative: 
James  E.  Wilson,  Suite  1032  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Bldg.,  Pennsylvania  Ave.  and  13th 
St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20019.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting: 

(1)  Petroleum  and  petroleum  products, 
in  containers,  from  points  in  Hancock 
County.  W.  Va.,  to  points  in  Florida  (ex¬ 
cept  Duvall  County)  and  that  part  of 
Georgia  on  and  west  of  UB.  Kghway 
441  (Guntersville.  Ala.)*.  (2)  Lubricating 
oils  and  greases,  in  containers,  from 
Emlenton  and  Farmers  Valley,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  Louisiana,  that  part  of  Alabama 
on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  278.  and 
that  part  of  Mississippi  on  and  south  of 
Interstate  Highway  20  (points  in  North 
Carolina  or  South  Carolina  and  Ounters- 
vlUe,  Ala.)*.  (3)  Lubricating  oils  and 
greases  from  St.  Mary’s,  W.  Va..  to  points 
in  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Alabama,  and 
that  part  of  Florida  on  and  south  of 
Florida  Highway  SO  (Gimtersville, 
Ala.)  *.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  indicated  by  as¬ 
terisks  above. 

No.  MC-113459  (Sub-No.  E7)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  6,  1974,  publii^ed  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  July  19,  1974. 
Applicant:  H.  J.  JEFFRIES  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC..  P.O.  Box  94850,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okl».  73109.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Robert  A.  Fisher  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Machinery, 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  used 
to,  or  in  connection  with,  the  discovery, 
development,  production,  refining,  manu- 
factiu^,  processing,  storage,  transmis¬ 
sion,  and  distribution  of  natural  gas  and 
petroleum  and  their  products  and  by¬ 
products  (except  the  stringing  and  pick¬ 
ing  up  of  pipe  In  connection  with  main 
or  trunk  pipelines).  (2)  Commodities 
(except  those  commodities  described  in 
(1)  above,  those  used  in,  or  in  connec¬ 
tion  with,  the  construction,  operation, 
repair,  servicing,  maintenance,  and  dis¬ 
mantling  of  main  or  trunk  pipelines,  and 
farm  machinery),  the  transportation  of 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment.  (3)  Self- 
propelled  articles,  each  weighing  15,000 
pounds  or  more,  and  related  machinery, 
tools,  parts,  and  supplies  when  moving  in 
connection  therewith. 

(4)  Earth  drilling  machinery  and 
equipment,  and  machinery,  equipment, 
materials,  supplies,  and  pipe  incidental 
to,  used  in,  or  in  connection  with  (a)  the 
transportation,  instaliation.  removal, 
(deration,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance, 
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and  dismantling  of  drilling  machinery 
and  equipment,  (b)  the  completion  of 
holes  or  wells  drilled,  (c)  the  production, 
storage,  and  transmission  of  ccmunodities 
resulting  from  drilling  operations  at  well 
or  hole  sites,  and  (d)  the  injection  or 
removal  of  commodities  into  or  from 
holes  or  wells,  from  points  in  Ohio  to 
points  In  Utah.  Restriction:  The  opera¬ 
tions  authorized  in  (3)  above  are  re¬ 
stricted  to  commodities  which  are  trans¬ 
ported  on  trailers.  The  piupose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points 
in  Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of  this  correc¬ 
tion  is  to  correct  the  inadvertent  omis- 
si(m  of  the  commodities  described  in  (3) 
and  (4)  above. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E675),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  POOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  between  points  in 
Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island, 
and  points  in  that  part  of  Connecticut 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  5,  and  Hart¬ 
ford,  Conn.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E676),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  AppUcant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  POOD  EXPRESS,  me.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Himtin^n, 
W.  Va.,  Green  Bay  and  Milwaukee,  Wis., 
Chicago,  HI.,  points  in  Indiana,  Ohio, 
and  Michigan,  and  points  in  that  part 
of  Pennsylvania  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  15  to  points  in  Maine,  New 
Hampshire,  and  Vermont.  ’The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E679),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant:  REPRIGER- 
A’TED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  mc.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  seafood,  from  points  in 
those  portions  of  Delaware,  Maryland 
(except  Pocomoke  (^ty,  Cambridge,  and 
Crisfield) ,  and  Virginia  east  of  the 
Chesapeake  Bay  and  south  of  the  Chesa¬ 
peake  and  Delaware  Canal  to  points  in 
Kansas.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Dundee,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sld}-No.  E680),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  AppUcant:  REFRIGER- 
A’TED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  mC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  AppU- 
cant’s  r^resentative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motm: 
vehicle  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  seafood,  from  points  in  that 
part  of  Virginia  east  of  the  Chesapeake 
Bay  at  Burlington,  Vt.  ’The  purpose  of 


this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  ol 
Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E681),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant:  REFTtlOER- 
ATED  F(X>D  EXPRESS,  mC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  seafood,  from  points  in  those 
portions  of  Delaware,  Maryland  (except 
Pocomoke  City,  Cambridge,  and  Ch-is- 
field),  and  Virginia  east  of  the  Chesa¬ 
peake  Bay  and  south  of  the  Chesapeake 
and  Delaware  Canal  to  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Dundee,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E682),  filed 
May  26,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  POOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  sis  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Frozen  foods,  from  Pittston,  Pa., 
to  points  in  Colorado.  The  pmipose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Dundee,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E683).  filed 
May  26,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  sis  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Frozen  foods,  from  Pittston,  Pa., 
to  points  in  Kanssis.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gatewsiy  of 
Dimdee,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E684),  filed 
May  26,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER- 
A’TED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregiUsir  routes,  trsms- 
porting:  Frozen  foods,  from  Pittston,  Pa., 
to  points  in  Minnesota.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Dundee,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E685),  filed 
May  26,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER- 
A-rED  POOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  (g>erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  rout^  trans¬ 
porting:  Frozen  foods,  from  Pittston,  Pa., 
to  points  in  Nebraska.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  ol 
Dundee,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E686),  filed 
May  26,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG- 
ERA’TED  POOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authority  soa^i 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  tramvorV- 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Seabrook,  N.J., 


to  points  in  Colorado.  ’The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Dundee,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E687),  filed 
May  26,  1974.  Applicant:  REPRIG- 
ERA’TED  POOD  EXPRESS.  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
I^eils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vdiicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Pittston,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  Arkansas.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Dimdee,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E688),  filed 
May  26,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  POOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Carteret,  N.J.. 
to  points  in  Michigan.  ’The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E689),  filed 
May  26,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  P<X)D  EXPRESS.  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Allentown,  Pa., 
to  points  in  that  portion  of  Ohio  on, 
north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Ohio-Pennsylvania  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junc¬ 
tion  Ohio  Highway  4,  thence  along  Ohio 
Highway  4  to  Marion,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  30S  to  Lima,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  75  to  the  Ohio-Ken- 
tucky  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E690).  filed 
May  26,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Thorofare,  N.J., 
to  points  in  Michigan.  The  purpose  of 
tJiis  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E691),  filed 
May  26,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  POOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Allentown,  Pa., 
(1)  to  points  in  that  part  of  New  York  on. 
west,  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  New  York-Pennsylvania  State  line 
and  extending  alimg  U.S.  Highway  15  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  17,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  17  to  Lake 
Erie;  and  (2)  to  points  in  that  portion 
of  New  York  on,  north,  and  west  of  a 
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line  beginning  at  Lake  Ontario  at  Oswego 
and  extending  alcmg  New  York  Highway 
104  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  11,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  11  to  Junction  New 
York  Highway  68,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  68  to  the  St.  Lawrence 
River.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E692),  filed 
May  26,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  F(X>D  EXPRESS.  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street.  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Carteret,  N.J.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Ohio  on,  north, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Pennsylvania-Ohio  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  224  to  jimc- 
tion  U.S.  Highway  25,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  25  to  the  Ohio-Kentucky  State 
line.  Ihe  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E693).  filed 
May  26,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FCXDD  EXPRESS.  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative :  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
op>erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Carteret,  N.J.,  to 
points  in  that  portion  of  Kentucky  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio  River 
at  Covington  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  25  to  Lexington,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  69  to  Glasgow,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  3  IE  to  the  Kentucky- 
Tennessee  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E694).  filed 
May  26,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from  Thoro- 
fare,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Missouri.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E695),  filed 
May  26,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass,  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) ,  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from  Car¬ 
teret,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Iowa.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  LeRoy,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E696),  filed 
May  26,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above).  Authority 
souedit  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes. 


transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from  Car¬ 
teret,  N.J.,  to  points  In  Indiana.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC3-113843  (Sub-No.  E697),  filed 
May  26,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from  Car¬ 
teret,  N.J.,  (1)  to  points  in  that  portion 
of  New  York  on,  west,  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  New  York-Pennsyl- 
vania  State  line  and  extending  New  York 
Highway  14  to  junctl'cm  New  York  High¬ 
way  17,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
17  to  junction  New  York  Highway  353, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  353  to 
jimction  New  York  Highway  39,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  39  to  jtmction 
New  York  Highway  428,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  428  to  Lake  Erie; 
(2)  to  points  in  that  portion  of  New 
York  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Lake  Ontario  at  Oswego  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  New  York  Highway  104 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  11  to  Canton 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  68  to 
the  St.  Lawrence  River;  (3)  to  Ithaca, 
N.Y.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E698),  filed 
May  26,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Seabrook,  N.J., 
to  points  in  Nebraska.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Dimdee,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E699),  filed 
May  26,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  F(X)D  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Seabrook,  N.J., 
to  points  in  Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Dundee,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E700),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Carteret,  N.J., 
to  points  in  Minnesota.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Dundee,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-114106  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  19,  1974.  Applicant:  MAYBELLE 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  849, 
Lexington,  N.C.  27292.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Russell  E.  Stone,  P.O.  Box 


90408,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37209.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Liquid  sugar,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  (a)  from  Richmond, 
Va.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  and 
Georgia;  (b)  from  Port  Wentworth,  Ga., 
to  points  in  Maryland.  Pennsylvania, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia;  and  (c)  from  Lexington, 
N.C.,  to  points  in  Maryland,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  and  the  District  of  Columbia.  (2) 
Corn  syrup  and  blends  of  corn  syrups 
and  liquid  sugar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Augusta,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Mary¬ 
land,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia.  (3) 
Com  syrup,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (a) 
from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Maryland, 
Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia;  (b)  from 
Greenville,  S.C.,  to  points  in  Maryland, 
Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia;  and  (c)  from  Greenville, 
Tenn.,  to  points  in  Maryland  and  the 
District  of  Colmnbia.  The  piUT)ose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  points  in  North  Carolina  for  points 
in  (1)  (a) ,  (2) ,  (3)  (a)  (b)  above,  Lexing¬ 
ton,  N.C.,  for  points  in  (1)  (b)  above,  and 
Richmond,  Va.,  for  points  in  (1)  (c)  and 
(3)  (c)  above. 

No.  MC-114552  (Sub-No.  E2) ,  filed 
April  25, 1974.  AppUcant:  SENN  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  P.O.  Drawer  220,  Newberry, 
S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s  representative: 
WilUam  P.  Jackson,  919  Eighteenth  St. 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (A)  Composition  board, 
from  Camden,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Tennes¬ 
see  and  points  in  Kentucky  on,  west,  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana- 
Kentucky  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  150  to  its  intersection  with 
U.S.  Highway  25,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  25  to  its  intersection  with  U.S.  High¬ 
way  25E,  and  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
25E  to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State 
line,  restricted  against  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  commodities  in  bulk.  (B)  Venti¬ 
lator  systems,  from  Keyser,  W.  Va.,  to 
points  in  South  Carolina  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  South  Carolina- 
North  Carolina  State  line  and  extending 
along  Interstate  Highway  95  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  Interstate  Highway  20,  and 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  20  to 
the  South  Carolina-Georgda  State  line, 
points  in  (jreoigia  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Georgia-South  Carolina 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  278  to  its  intersection  with 
(Georgia  Highway  16,  thence  along 
Georgia  Highway  16  to  its  intersection 
with  Georgia  Highway  22,  thence  along 
(Georgia  Highway  22  to  its  intersection 
with  U.S.  Highway  80,  and  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  80  to  the  Georgia-Alabama 
State  line,  points  in  Florida,  points  in 
Mississippi  on  and  south  of  Interstate 
Highway  10,  points  in  Louisiana  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Alabama- 
Loulsiana  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  90  to  its  intersection  with 
U.S.  Highway  190,  and  thence  along  U.S. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  39,  NO.  1 59— THURSDAY,  AUGUST  15,  1974 


NOTICES 


29459 


Highway  190  to  the  Louislana-Texas 
State  line,  and  points  in  Texas  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Louisi> 
ana-Texas  State  line,  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  190  to  its  intersec¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  87,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  87  to  its  intersection  with 
U.S.  Highway  180,  and  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  180  to  the  Texas-New  Mexico 
State  line. 

(C)  Composition  board  and  plywood, 

from  Camden,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Florida, 
Alabama,  Mississippi,  Arkansas,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  and  Texas.  / 

(D)  Plywood,  paneling,  wallboard  and 
composition  board,  from  the  facilities  of 
Plywood  Panels,  Inc.,  at  or  near  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.,  to  points  in  West  Vii^inia, 
Maryland,  Delaware,  Pennsylvania,  New 
Jersey,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  Maine, 
points  in  New  York  on  and  north  of  New 
York  Highway  7,  and  points  in  Ohio  on 
and  east  of  Interstate  Highway  77,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
either  (a)  having  a  prior  movement  by 
water,  or  (b)  originating  at  the  above- 
described  origin  point.  (E)  Composition 
wood  and  composition  wood  products, 
from  the  plant  and  warehouse  sites  of 
Weyerhaeuser  Company  at  Adel,  Ga.,  to 
points  in  Michigan,  Wisconsin,  Indiana, 
Ohio,  West  Virginia,  Maryland,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  Maine, 
New  HampsMre,  Vermont,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  points  in  New  York  on  and 
north  of  New  York  Highway  7,  and  points 
in  Illinois  on  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Illinois-Missouri  State  line 
and  extending  along  Interstate  Highway 
70  to  its  intersection  with  Illinois  High¬ 
way  33,  and  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  33  to  the  Hlinols-Indiana  State  line, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  plant  and  warehouse 
sites  of  Weyerhaeuser  Company,  at  Adel, 
Ga.  (F)  Fiberboard  and  fiberboard 
products,  from  the  plant  site  of  the 
Masonite  Corporation  located  at  or  near 
Spring  Hope,  Inc.,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Wl^onsin,  and  Michigan,  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
commodities  in  bulk.  (G)  Plywood,  from 
the  facilities  of  Plywood  Panels,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  New  Orleans.  La.,  to  points  in 
New  York  and  points  in  Virginia  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Virginia- 
West  Virginia  State  line  and  extending 
along  Virginia  Highway  100  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  U.S.  Highway  221,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  221  to  its  intersec¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  52,  and  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  52  to  the  Virginia- 
North  Carolina  State  line,  restricted  to 
transportation  of  traffic  either  (a)  hav¬ 
ing  a  prior  movement  by  water  or  (b) 
originating  at  the  above-described  origin 
point. 

(H)  Fertilizer  and  fertilizer  materials, 
in  bags,  from  Wilmington,  N.C.,  to  points 
in  Georgia.  (I)  Nitrogen  fertilzer  solu¬ 
tions,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Screven  County,  Ga.,  to  points 
in  North  Carolina,  (except  (1)  those 
points  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
North  CaroUna-Georgia  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  441  to  its 
Intersection  with  North  Carolina  High¬ 


way  28,  and  thence  along  North  Carolina 
Highway  28  to  the  North  Carolina-Ten- 
nessee  State  line,  (2)  points  in  Meck¬ 
lenburg  County,  and  (3)  points  in  that 
part  of  North  Carolina  boxmded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  the  North  Carolina-South 
Carolina  State  line  and  extending  along 
North  Carolina  Highway  49  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  U.S.  Highway  64,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  64  to  its  intersection 
with  U.S.  Highway  501,  and  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  501  to  the  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  following 
gateways;  (1)  the  plant  site  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  the  Abitibi  Corpora¬ 
tion  near  Roaring  River,  N.C.,  for  A  and 
F  above;  (2)  Tabor  City,  N.C.,  for  B 
above:  (3)  Greenwood  County,  S.C.,  for 
C,  D,  and  E  above;  (4)  the  plant  sites 
of  Holly  Hill  Lumber  Company,  at  or  near 
HoUy  Hill  and  Walterboro,  S.C.,  and 
Charlotte,  N.C.,  or  the  plant  site  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  Vancouver  Ply¬ 
wood  Company  at  Charlotte,  N.C.,  for  G 
above;  and  (5)  Roebuck  or  Charleston. 
S.C.,  for  H  and  I  above. 

No.  MC-115273  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  16.  1974.  Applicant:  ACME  CAR¬ 
RIERS,  INC.,  216  3rd  Street,  Brooklyn, 
N.Y.  11215.  Applicant’s  representative: 
(jeorge  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue,  Jer¬ 
sey  City,  N.J.  07306.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  livestock,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  and  those  injurious  or  con¬ 
taminating  to  other  lading) ,  from  points 
in  Hudson,  Bergen,  Essex,  Passaic,  and 
Union  Coimties,  N.J.,  to  Chicago,  Ill.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-116014  (Sub-No.  E3),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant;  OLIVER 

TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INCORPO¬ 
RATED,  P.O.  Box  53,  Winchester,  Ky. 
40391.  Applicant’s  representative;  Ralph 
Oliver  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Lumber,  from  Memphis,  Covington, 
Jackson,  and  Nashville,  Tenn.,  to  points 
in  North  Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points 
in  Allen  County,  Ky. 

No.  MC-118959  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  JERRY  LIPPS, 
INC.,  130  South  Frederick  Street,  Cape 
Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  919 
Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Paper  and 
paper  products,  (a)  from  Franklin,  Va., 
the  plant  site  and  storage  facilities 
utilized  by  Hudson  Pulp  and  Paper  Corp., 
in  Putnam  Coimty,  Fla.,  the  plant  sites 
and  storage  facilities  utilized  by  Termi¬ 
nal  Paper  Bag  Co.,  Inc.,  at  Yulee,  Fla., 
and  the  plant  site  and  storage  facilities 
utilized  by  the  St.  Regis  Paper  Company 


at  or  near  Cantonment,  Fla.,  to  points  in 
Colorado  (except  Denver)  (the  plant  site 
of  Union  Camp  Corporation  at  Aflton, 
Mo.)  *,  and  (b)  from  the  plant  sites' and 
storage  facilities  utilized  by  Hudson  Pulp 
and  Paper  Corp.  in  Putnam  County,  Fla., 
the  plant  sites  and  storage  facilities 
utilized  by  Terminal  Paper  Bag  Co.,  Inc., 
at  Yulee,  Fla.,  the  plant  site  of  the  West 
Virginia  Pulp  and  Paper  Company  at  or 
near  Wichliffe,  Ky.,  and  the  plant  site 
and  storage  facilities  utilized  by  the  St. 
Regis  Paper  Company  at  or  near  Canton¬ 
ment,  Fla.,  to  points  in  Delaware  and 
New  Jersey  (Franklin,  Va.)  *.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC-118959  (Sub-No.  E3),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant;  JERRY  LIPPS, 
INC.,  130  S.  Frederick  St.,  Cape 
Girdardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  William  P.  Jackson,  919 
Eighteenth  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Paper  and 
paper  products,  (1)  from  the  plant  sites 
and  facilities  of  ’The  Mead  Corporation 
at  or  near  Chillicothe  and  Schooleys. 
Ohio,  and  Kingsport  and  Gray,  Tenn.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Georgia  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  on  the  Florida - 
Georgia  State  line,  thence  along  U.S 
Highway  319  to  ’Thomasville,  thence 
along  Gieorgia  Highway  122  to  Waycross. 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  84  to  the 
Atlantic  Ocean  (the  plant  sites  and 
storage  facilities  utilized  by  Terminal 
Paper  Bag  Co.,  Inc.,  at  Yulee,  Fla.)  * ; 
(2)  from  the  plant  sites  and  facilities 
of  The  Mead  Corporation  at  or  near 
Chillicothe  and  Schooleys,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Alabama  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Florida- 
Alabama  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  331  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
84,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  84  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  43,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  43  to  junction  Alabama  High¬ 
way  56,  thence  along  Alabama  Highway 
56  to  the  Alabama-Mississippi  State  line, 
that  part  of  Mississippi  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  Uie  Alabama-Missis¬ 
sippi  State  line,  thence  along  Mississippi 
Highway  42  to  Hattiesburg,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  98  to  the  Mississippi- 
Louisiana  State  line,  that  part  of  Loui¬ 
siana  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Mlssissippi-Louisiana  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  84  to  junction 
Louisiana  Highway  28,  thence  along 
Louisiana  Highway  28  to  junction 
Louisiana  Highway  8,  thence  along 
Louisiana  Highway  8  to  the  Louisiana - 
Texas  State  line,  thence  along  Texas 
Highway  63  to  Jasper,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  190  to  Bryan,  thence  along 
Texas  Highway  21  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  290,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  290 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  377,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  377  to  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Mexico  (the  plant  site  and 
storage  facilities  utilized  by  St.  Regis 
Paper  Company  at  or  near  Cantonment. 
Fla.)  * ;  and  (3)  from  the  plant  sites  and 
facilities  of  The  Mead  Corporation  at  or 
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near  Kingsport  and  Gray,  Tenn.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  that  part  of  Alabama- 
Florida  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  331  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  84,  thence  alcmg  U.S.  High¬ 
way  84  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
43,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  43 
to  junction  Alabama  Highway  56, 
thence  along  Alabama  Highway  56  to  the 
Alabama-Mlssisslppi  State  line,  that  part 
of  Mississippi  on  the  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Alabama-Misslssippl 
State  line,  that  part  of  Louisiana  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Missls- 
sippi-Louisiana  State  line. 

Tlience  along  U.S.  Highway  84  to  junc¬ 
tion  Louisiana  Highway  6,  thence  along 
Louisiana  Highway  6  to  the  Louisiana- 
Texas  State  line,  that  part  of  Texas  on, 
south,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Louisiana-Texas  State  line,  thence 
along  Texas  Highway  21  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  69,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
69  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  84,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  84  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  287,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
287  to  Corsicana,  thence  along  Texas 
Highway  22  to  junction  Texas  Highway 
6,  thence  along  Texas  Highway  6  to  junc¬ 
tion  Texas  Highway  36,  thraice  alc«ig 
Texas  Highway  36  to  Abilene,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  84  to  the  Texas-New 
Mexico  State  line,  and  that  part  of  New 
Mexico  on,  south,  and  w’est  of  UJS.  High¬ 
way  84  (the  plant  site  and  storage  facil¬ 
ities  utilized  by  St.  Regis  Paper  Com¬ 
pany  at  or  near  Cantonment,  Fla.)  *  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC-118959  (Sub-No.  E5).  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  JERRY  UPPS, 
INC.,  130  South  Frederick  St.,  Cape  Gi¬ 
rardeau.  Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  919 
Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting;  Paper  and 
paper  products,  from  Franklin,  Va.,  to 
points  in  Nebraska.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plant  site  of  Union  Camp  Corporation  at 
Normal,  m. 

No.  MC-118959  (Sub-No.  E6).  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  JERRY  UPPS, 
INC.,  130  South  Frederick  St.,  Cape  Gi¬ 
rardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr..  919 
Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Honey¬ 
comb  paper  products,  from  the  plant  and 
warehouse  sites  of  Union  Camp  Corpora¬ 
tion  at  Glens  Falls,  N.Y.,  to  points  in 
Nebraska.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant  site 
of  Union  Camp  Corporation  at  Normal, 
Ill. 

No.  MC-118959  (Sub-No.  E7),  filed 
May  9.  1974.  Applicant;  JERRY  UPPS, 
INC.,  130  South  Frederick  St.,  Cape 
Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  William  P.  Jackson.  Jr.,  919 
Eighteenth  St.  NW^  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 


common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Honey¬ 
comb  paper  products,  frwn  the  plant  and 
warehouse  sites  of  Union  Camp  Corpo¬ 
ration  at  Kalamazoo,  Mich.,  to  points  in 
that  part  of  Minnesota  on,  north,  and 
west  of  the  line  beginning  at  the  lowa- 
Minnesota  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  71  to  junction  Minnesota  High¬ 
way  28,  thence  along  Minnesota  Highway 
28  to  junction  Minnesota  Highway  371, 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  371  to 
junction  Minnesota  Highway  210,  thence 
along  Minnesota  Highway  210,  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  169,  thence  along  U.S, 
Highway  169  to  jimctlon  Minnesota 
Highway  169,  thence  along  Minnesota 
Highway  169,  to  junction  Minnesota 
Highway  1,  thence  along  Minnesota 
Highway  1  to  junction  Minnesota  High¬ 
way  2.  thence  along  Minnesota  Highway 
2,  to  Lake  Superior.  ’The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plant  site  of  Union  Camp  Corporation 
at  Normal,  IlL 

No.  MC-118959  (Sub-No.  E8).  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant;  JERRY  LIPPS, 
INC.,  130  S,  Frederick  St.,  C?ape 
Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  919 
Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Paper 
and  paper  products,  from  the  plant  site 
and  storage  facilities  utilized  by  the  St. 
Regis  Paper  Company,  at  or  near  Can¬ 
tonment,'  Fla.,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
Nebraska,  on  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Missouri-Nebraska  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  136  to  junc¬ 
tion  and  U.S.  Highway  183,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  183  to  the  Nebraska-Kan- 
sas  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant 
site  of  Union  Camp  Corporation  at  Nor¬ 
mal,  HI. 

No.  MC-118959  (Sub-No.  E9),  filed 
May  9.  1974.  Applicant:  JERRY  UPPS, 
INC.,  130  South  Frederick  St.,  Cape 
Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  919 
Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Paper 
and  paper  products  (except  commodities 
in  biilk) ,  from  the  plant  site  of  Charmin 
Paper  Products  Co.,  near  Neely’s  Land¬ 
ing,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Minnesota,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  the  Lower  Peninsula  of 
Michigan,  that  part  of  Nebraska  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ne- 
braska-Kansas  State  line,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  83  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  34,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  34  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  30  to  junction  Nebraska 
Highway  92,  thence  along  Nebraska 
Highway  92  to  the  lowa-Nebraska  State 
line,  and  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  north 
of  a  line  begliming  at  the  Indiana-Ohlo 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
36  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  49,  thence 
along  Ohio  Highway  49  to  Dayton,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  35  to  the  Ohio-West 


Virginia  State  line  (except  Columbus, 
Dayton,  and  Springfield,  and  points  with¬ 
in  their  commercial  zones  as  defined  by 
the  Commission).  ’The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plant  site  of  Union  Camp  Corporation  at 
Normal,  HI. 

No.  MC-118959  (Sub-No.  Ell),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  JERRY  UPPS, 
INC.,  130  South  Frederick  St.,  Cape 
Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  William  P.  Jackson,  919 
Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Paper 
and  paper  products  (except  commodities 
in  bulk) ,  from  the  plant  sites  and  storage 
facilities  of  Terminal  Paper  Bag  Co.,  Inc., 
at  Yulee,  Fla.,  to  points  in  Washington, 
Oregon,  Utah,  and  Colorado;  and  (2) 
materials  used  in  the  processing  or  man¬ 
ufacture  of  paper  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  which, 
because  of  size  or  weight,  regviire  special 
equipment  and  handling),  from  points 
in  Washington  and  Oregon  to  the  plant 
sites  and  storage  facilities  of  Terminal 
Paper  Bag  Co.,  Inc.,  at  Yulee,  Fla.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Taylorville,  HI. 

No.  MC-118959  (Sub-No.  E12),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant;  JERRY  UPPS, 
INC.,  130  South  Frederick  St.,  Cape 
Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Aw>licant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  919 
Eighteenth  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Paper  and  paper  products  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  the  plant  sites 
and  storage  facilities  utilized  by  Hudson 
Pulp  and  Paper  Corporation,  in  Putnam 
County,  Pla.,  to  points  in  Washington, 
Oregon,  Utah,  and  Colorado;  (2)  mate¬ 
rials  used  in  the  processing  or  manufac¬ 
ture  of  paper  products  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  biilk  and  those  which,  because  of 
size  or  weight,  require  special  equipment 
and  handling),  from  points  in  Oregon 
and  Washington  to  the  plant  sites  and 
storage  facilities  of  Hudson  Pulp  smd 
Paper  Corp.,  in  Putnam  Coimty,  Ha. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Taylorville,  HI. 

No.  MC-118959  (Sub-No.  E13).  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant;  JERRY  UPPS, 
INC.,  130  South  Frederick  St.,  Cape 
Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  919 
Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  (1)  Paper 
and  paper  products,  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk) ,  from  the  plant  site  of  the 
West  Virginia  Pulp  and  Paper  Company 
at  or  near  Wickliffe,  Ky.,  to  points  in 
Washington,  Oregon,  California,  Utah, 
Colorado:  and  (2)  Materials  and  supplies 
used  In  the  manufacture  and  processing 
of  paper  and  paper  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
Oregon  and  Washington  to  the  plant 
site  of  the  West  Virginia  Pulp  and  Paper 
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Company  at  or  near  Wicklifle,  Ky.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Taylorville,  HI. 

No.  MC-118959  (Sub-No.  E15),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  JERRY  UPPS, 
INC.,  130  South  Frederick  St.,  Cape 
Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr,,  919 
Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Paper  and 
paper  products,  from  the  plantsites  and 
storage  facilities  utilized  by  Terminal 
Paper  Bag  Co„  Inc.,  at  Yulee,  Fla.,  to 
points  in  Nebraska.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plantsite  of  Union  Camp  Corporation  at 
Normal,  HI. 

No.  MC-118959  (Sub-No.  E16).  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  JERRY  LIPPS, 
INC,,  130  South  Frederick  St.,  Cape 
Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  P,  Jackson,  Jr.,  919 
Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transpoi4,ing :  Paper  and 
paper  products,  from  the  plantsite  of  the 
West  Virginia  Pulp  and  Paper  Company 
at  or  near  Wickliffe,  Ky.,  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Nebraska  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Colorado-Nebraska 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
34  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence 
along  n.S.  Highway  6  to  junction  and 
Nebraska  Highway  2,  thence  along  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  2  to  the  Nebraska- 
lowa  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plantsite  of  Union  Camp  Corporation  at 
Normal,  HI. 

No.  MC-118959  (Sub-No.  E22),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  JERRY  LIPPS, 
INC.,  130  South  Frederick  St.,  Cape 
Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  919 
Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Paper 
and  paper  products  (except  commodities 
in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantsite  of  Charmin 
Paper  Products  Co.,  near  Neely’s  Land¬ 
ing,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Washington,  Ore¬ 
gon,  Utah,  and  Colorado;  (2)  Materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies,  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  processing  of  paper 
and  paper  products  (except  commodities 
in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  Washington  and 
Oregon  to  the  plantsite  of  Charmin 
Paper  Products  Co.,  near  Neely’s  Land¬ 
ing,  Mo.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Taylorville,  HI. 

No.  MC-118959  (Sub-No.  E23),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  JERRY  LIPPS 
INC.,  130  South  Frederick  St.,  Cape 
Girardeau,  Mo.  63601.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  919 
Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Honey¬ 
comb  paper  products  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk),  from  the  plant  and  ware¬ 
house  sites  of  Union  Camp  Corporation 


at  Glens  Palls,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  Oregon,  California,  Utah,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Arizona,  and  New  Mexico.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Taylorville,  HI. 

No.  MC-123383  (Sub-No.  E15),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOYLE  BROS., 
INC.,  941  South  2d  Street,  Camden,  N.J. 
08103.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
J.  Boyle  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  commodities  are  as 
dealt  in  by  wholesale  and  retail  hard¬ 
ware  stores  when  moving  from,  to  or  be¬ 
tween  the  warehouses,  retail  stores,  or 
any  other  facilities  of  producers,  or  dis¬ 
tributors  of  such  commodities  (except 
iron  and  steel  products  and  commodities 
in  bulk),  from  points  in  that  part  of 
Connecticut  on  and  west  of  the  Connecti¬ 
cut  River  to  points  in  that  part  of  New 
Jersey  south  of  Interstate  ffighway  80. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Roseland,  N.J. 

No.  MC-123383  (Sub-No.  E28),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOYLE  BROS., 
INC.,  941  South  2d  Street,  Camden,  N.J. 
08103.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
J.  Boyle  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregxilar  routes, 
transporting:  Building  materials  (except 
structural  steel,  iron  and  steel  products, 
and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  points  in 
Massachusetts  and  Rhode  Island  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Hlinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  Kansas,  Tennessee,  West 
Virginia,  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  Nebraska.  'The  piuixxse  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
New  York,  N.Y.,  and  the  facilities  utilized 
by  Celotex  Corporation  at  Jamesburg, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC-123383  (Sub-No.  E29),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOYLE  BROS., 
INC.,  941  South  2d  St.,  Camden,  N.J. 
08103.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
J.  Boyle  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Gypsum  products,  compo¬ 
sition  boards,  insulating  materials,  roof¬ 
ing  and  roofing  materials,  urethane  and 
urethane  products  and  materials,  acces¬ 
sories,  and  supplies  used  in  the  installa¬ 
tion  of  the  above  named  commodities 
(except  structural  steel,  iron  and  steel 
products,  and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from 
points  in  Massachusetts  and  Rhode  Is¬ 
land  to  points  in  that  part  of  North  Caro¬ 
lina  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  301, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  such 
above-specified  commodities  as  are  build¬ 
ing  materials.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  New  York, 
N.Y.,  and  Pittston,  Pa. 

No.  MC-123383  (Sub-No.  E35),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOYLE  BROS., 
INC.,  941  South  2d  St.,  Camden,  N.J. 
08103.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
J.  Boyle  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Gypsum  and  gypsum  prod¬ 


ucts,  asphalt  and  composition  roofing 
products,  composition  boards,  urethane 
and  urethane  products  and  insulation 
materials  (except  commodities  in  bulk 
and  commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  requires 
special  equipment),  which  are  building 
materials,  from  the  plantsite  of  Flinkote 
Company  at  Camden,  N.J.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Hlinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan,  and  Mis¬ 
sissippi.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plantsite 
and  facilities  of  Celotex  Corporation  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC-123383  (Sub-No.  E36),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOYLE  BROS., 
INC.,  941  South  2d  St.,  Camden,  N.J. 
08103.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
J.  Boyle  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Gypsum  products,  compo¬ 
sition  boards,  insulating  materials,  roof¬ 
ing  and  roofing  materials,  urethane  and 
urethane  products,  and  materials,  acces¬ 
sories  and  supplies  used  in  the  installa¬ 
tion  of  the  above-named  conunodities 
(except  commodities  in  bulk  and  com¬ 
modities,  the  transportation  of  which, 
because  of  size  or  weight,  requires  the 
use  of  special  equipment) ,  as  are  build¬ 
ing  materials,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Fllntkote  Company  at  Camden,  N.J.,  to 
points  in  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Wisconsin,  and  Nebraska.  ’The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Pittston,  Pa. 

No.  MC-124090  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
AprU  12,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS- 

PORTES  AZTECA,  East  Blackwell 
Street,  Dover,  N.J.  07801.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Bernard  F.  Fljnin,  Jr.  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Com¬ 
modities  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
those  requiring  special  equipment,  house¬ 
hold  classes  A  and  B  explosives) ,  between 
Laredo  and  Brownsville,  Tex.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Maine, 
New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  and 
New  Jersey,  points  in  New  York  and 
Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  15,  points  in  Maryland,  on  and  east, 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Maryland-Pennsylvania  State  line,  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  junc¬ 
tions  Maryland  Highway  26,  thence  over 
Maryland  Highway  26  to  the  Chesapeake 
Bay,  and  points  in  Delaware  on  and 
north  of  Delaware  Highway  8.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Newark,  N.J. 

No.  MC-124802  (Sub-No.  E26),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant:  SCE  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  127,  Summer¬ 
ville,  Pa.  15864.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  1522  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Refractory  products  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  clay  products  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk),  from  points  in  that  part 
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Df  North  Carolina  in  and  west  of  Madi¬ 
son,  Buncombe,  and  Henderson  Coun¬ 
ties,  to  points  in  that  part  of  Cainecticut 
on,  east,  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  New  London,  thence  along  Connecti¬ 
cut  Highway  85  to  junction  Connecticut 
Highway  2,  thence  along  Connecticut 
Highway  2,  to  junction  UJS.  Highway  *44, 
thence  along  U.S.  44  to  the  Connecticut- 
New  York  State  line.  The  piu-pose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  the  plantsite  of  the  New  Bethlehem 
Tile  Company  at  Porter  Towmship  (Clar¬ 
ion  County) ,  Pa. 

No.  MC-138960  (Sub-No.  E3),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant  j  KOBROS 

TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  169,  Columbus,  Ohio  43216.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  E.  Konk- 
ler  (same  as  above).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by 
wholesale  food  business  houses  and,  in 
connection  therewith,  equipment,  mate¬ 
rials,  and  supplies  used  in  the  conduct 
of  such  business,  w'hen  moving  from,  to 
or  between  wholesale  food  business  house 
outlets,  or  other  facilities  of  such  estab¬ 
lishments,  between  points  in  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Lovilsiana,  Mississippi,  points 
ia  that  part  of  Kentucky  west  of  U.S. 
liighway  31  E,  points  in  that  part  of 
Tennessee  on  and  west  of  UB.  Highway 
65,  and  points  in  that  part  of  (Georgia 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgla-Tennessee  State  line,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  75  to  jimctiMi  Geor¬ 
gia  Highway  32,  thence  along  Georgia 
Highway  32  to  junction  UB.  Highway  25, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  25  to  Bruns¬ 
wick.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Dale,  In(L 

By  the  Commission, 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.74-18807  Piled  8-14-74:8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  64] 

MOTOR  CARRIER,  BROKER,  WATER  CAR¬ 
RIER  AND  FREIGHT  FORWARDER  AP¬ 
PLICATIONS 

August  9, 1974, 

The  following  applications  (except  as 
otherwise  specificsdly  noted,  each  appli¬ 
cant  (on  applications  filed  after  March 
27,  1972)  states  that  there  will  be  no 
significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  its  application),  are  governed 
by  special  rule  1100.247^  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  rules  of  practice  (49 
CFR,  as  amended) ,  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  issue  of  April  20,  1966,  ef¬ 
fective  May  20, 1966.  These  rules  provl^, 
among  other  things,  that  a  protest  to  the 
granting  of  an  appllcaticm  must  be  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember,  1974.  Failure  seasonably  to  file 
a  protest  will  be  construed  as  a  waiver 
of  (Hipositlon  and  participation  In  the 
proceeding.  A  protest  under  these  rules 


should  comply  with  S  247(d)  (3)  of  the 
rules  of  practice  which  requires  that  it  set 
forth  specifically  the  grounds  iQxm  which 
it  is  made,  contain  a  detailed  statement 
of  Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding 
(including  a  copy  of  the  specific  portions 
of  its  authority  which  protestant  believes 
to  be  in  conflict  with  that  sought  in  the 
application,  and  describing  in  detail  the 
method — whether  by  joinder,  interline, 
or  other  means — by  which  protestant 
would  use  such  authority  to  provide  all 
OT  part  of  the  service  proposed),  and 
shall  specify  with  particularity  the  facts, 
matters,  and  tilings  relied  upon,  but  shall 
not  Include  issues  or  allegations  phrased 
generally.  Protests  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
rules  may  be  rejected.  The  original  and 
one  (1)  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  filed 
with  the  Commission,  and  a  copy  shall 
be  served  concurrently  upon  applicant’s 
representative,  or  applicant  if  no  repre¬ 
sentative  is  named.  If  the  protest  in¬ 
cludes  a  request  for  oral  hearing,  such  re¬ 
quests  shall  meet  the  requirements  of 
S  247(d)  (4)  of  the  special  rules,  and  shall 
include  the  certificatl(»i  required  therein. 

Section  247(f)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  further  provides  that 
each  applicant  shall,  if  protests  to  its 
application  have  been  file^  on  or  before 
October  15,  1974,  notify  the  Commission 
in  writing  (1)  that  it  is  ready  to  proceed 
and  prosecute  the  {^plication,  or  (2)  that 
it  wishes  to  withdraw  the  application, 
failure  in  which  the  application  will  be 
dismissed  by  the  Commission. 

Further  processing  steps  (wheth«: 
modified  procedure,  oral  hearing,  or 
other  procedures)  wUl  be  determined 
generally  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  policy  statement  con¬ 
cerning  motor  carrier  licensing  proce¬ 
dures,  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  May  3, 1966.  This  assignment  will 
be  by  Commission  order  which  will  be 
serv^  on  each  psuty  of  record.  Broaden¬ 
ing  amendments  will  not  be  accepted 
after  the  date  of  this  publication  except 
for  good  cause  shown,  and  restrictive 
amendments  wUl  not  be  entertained  fol¬ 
lowing  publication  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  a  notice  that  the  proceeding  has 
been  assigned  for  oral  hearing. 

No.  MC-340  (Sub-No.  33) ,  filed  July  2, 
1974.  Applicant:  QUERNER  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  1131-33  Austin  Street,  San 
Antonio,  Tex.  78208.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  M.  Ward  Bailey,  2412  Con¬ 
tinental  life  Bldg.,  Port  Worth,  Tex. 
76102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products  and  meat  by-products, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantsite 
and/or  storage  facilities  utilized  by  Iowa 


*  Copies  o(  Special  Rule  247  (as  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Commerce  Cotnmlssioii,  Washlng- 
tcm,  D.C.  2042S. 


Beef  Processors,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Amarillo,  Tex.,  to  points  in  CimnecUcut, 
Delaware,  District  of  Ccdumbla,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  mand.  South  Carolina,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
f^pllcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Amarillo, 
Tex. 

No.  MC  2860  (Sub-No.  143),  filed 
Jime  23,  1974.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  57  West  Park  Avenue, 
Vineland,  N.J.  08360.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Robert  W.  Gerson,  1400 
Candler  Building,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30303.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Fiberglas  mate¬ 
rials  and  fiberglas  products,  fibrous  glass, 
mineral  uxxA  products,  fibrous  glass  tex¬ 
tile  materials,  fibrous  glass  textile  prod¬ 
ucts,  plastic  materials  and  plastic  prod¬ 
ucts  (except  plastic  bottles)  from  the 
plantsite  of  Owens-Coming  Fiberglas 
Corporation,  at  or  near  Selkirk,  in  the 
Town  of  Bethlehem,  N.Y^  to  points  in 
Connecticut.  Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island.  Vermont,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Cidumbia; 
and  (2)  rejected  or  damaged  material,  on 
return,  to  the  plantsite  of  Owens-Coming 
Fiberglas  Corporation,  at  or  near  Selkirk, 
in  the  Town  of  Bethlehem,  N.Y. 

Note. — Ji  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Oa., 
or  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  2900  ~  (Sub-No.  265),  filed 
Jime  24,  1974.  Applicant:  RYDER 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  2050  Kings  Road. 
P.O.  Box  2408,  Jacksonville.  Fla.  32203. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  Carter 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Cast  iron  and  brass 
valves,  cast  iron  pressure  pipe,  fire  hy¬ 
drants  and  fire  hydrant  sections,  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  the 
Mueller  Co.,  located  at  or  near  Albert¬ 
ville.  Ala.,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii);  and  (2), 
Components,  parts,  attachments,  acces¬ 
sories  and  supplies  used  in  connection 
with  commodities  described  in  (1)  above, 
frmn  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities 
of  the  Mueller  Co.,  located  at  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  Term.,  to  points  in  Texas;  (1)  and 
(2)  above,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  shitxnents  originating  at  the 
named  origins  and  destined  to  points  in 
the  described  destination  territory. 

Note. — Oommon  control  may  b«  Involved. 
IT  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  h^d  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  or 
phlcago,  HL 

No.  MC  3246  (Sub-No.  17) ,  filed  June 
27.  1974.  Applicant:  MASTERSON 

transfer  CO.,  INC.,  300  Pennsylvania 
Avmue,  West  ^tension,  Warren,  Pa. 
16365.  Ai^llcant’s  remesentatlve:  Ron¬ 
ald  W.  Malln,  Bankers  Trust  James¬ 
town  Building,  Jamestown,  N.Y.  14701. 
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Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Ma¬ 
chinery,  machinery  parts,  steel  forgings, 
crankshafts,  periscope  tubes,  centrifugal 
pipe  molds,  steel  bars  and  steel  billets, 
between  Irvine,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Alabama, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Mich¬ 
igan,  Minnesota,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Car¬ 
olina,  Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  and  (2)  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies  used  or  useful  in 
the  manufacturing  of  steel  forgings, 
from  points  in  Alabama,  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
Yorife,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  to  Irvine,  Pa. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC-136886,  therefore  dual  op¬ 
erations  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be 
held  at  Erie  or  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  5470  (Sub-No.  98).  filed 
June  28,  1974.  Applicant:  TAJON,  INC., 
Rural  Delivery  5,  Mercer,  Pa.  16137.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Don  Cross,  918 
16th  St.  NW.,  Suite  700,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Afa- 
terials  and  supplies  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  alloys,  in  dump  vehicles,  (1) 
from  points  in  Connecticut,  lUinpis,  In¬ 
diana,  Maryland,  Michigan,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  to  Ashtabula,  Ohio,  and  Marietta. 
Ohio,  and  (2)  from  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Maryland,  Michi¬ 
gan,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  and 
Pennsylvania,  to  Alloy,  W.  Va. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.O.,  or  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-10761  (Sub-No.  266),  filed 
June  24, 1974.  Applicant:  TRANSAMER- 
ICAN  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  5650  Fore¬ 
most  Drive  SE..  Grand  Rapids.  Mich. 
49506.  Applicant’s  representative:  A. 
David  MiUner,  744  Broad  Street,  Newark, 
N.J.  07102.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Elec¬ 
trical  distribution  transformers,  from  the 
plantslte  and  warehouse  facilities  of  the 
RTE  Corporation  at  Waukesha,  Wis.,  to 
p<Hnts  in  Pennsylvania,  New  York,  Mary¬ 
land.  and  Michigan. 

Note. — U  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  MUwaukee, 
WUi. 

No.  MC  10761  (Sub-No.  267),  filed 
June  26,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS- 
AMERICAN  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 


5650  Foremost  Drive  BE.,  Grand  Rapids, 
Mich.  49506.  Applicant’s  representative: 
A.  David  MiUner,  744  Broad  Street,  New¬ 
ark,  N.J.  07102.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates.  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides 
and  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles)  ,  from  the  plantslte  and/or  stor¬ 
age  facilities  utiUzed  by  Iowa  Beef  Proc¬ 
essors,  Inc.,  at  or  near  AmarlUo,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  District 
of  Columbia,  Georgia.  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  Missouri,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No.  MC-19537  (Sub-No.  5),  filed 
July  10,  1974.  Applicant:  MARJORIE 
CLARK  BEAN  AND  MARJORIE  C. 
TUCKER,  a  partnership,  doing  business 
as  CLARK  ’TRUCK  LINE.  660  Carnation, 
Tupelo,  Miss.  38801.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  Paul  Jones,  189  Jeffer¬ 
son  Avenue.  Memphis,  Tenn.  38103.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  imusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  serving  the  plant- 
site  of  FMC  Corporation  3.8  miles  north 
of  Tupelo,  Miss.,  as  an  off -route  point  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  authorized 
r^ular  route  operations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  or  Jackson.  Miss. 

No.  MC  22195  (Sub-No.  157),  filed 
July  16.  1974.  AppUcant:  DAN  DUGAN 
TRANSPORT  CXJMPANY,  a  Corpora¬ 
tion,  41st  and  Grange  Avenue,  Sioux 
Palls,  S.  Dak.  57105.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Fred  Fischer  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Soybean  meal,  soybean  mill  run,  and  soy¬ 
bean  hulls,  dry,  in  bags  or  bulk,  from  the 
plantslte  of  Farmland  Industries  located 
at  Sergeant  Bluff.  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
Wyoming,  South  Dakota,  North  Dakota, 
and  Iowa. 

Note. — a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  8io\iz 
Falls,  8.  Dak.,  or  Sioux  Clity,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  22254  (Sub-No.  75) ,  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-AMER¬ 
ICAN  VAN  SERVICE.  INC.,  12301  West 
Freeway,  P.O.  Box  12608,  Fort  Worth, 
Tex.  76116.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
ElUott  Bunce  and  John  C.  Bradley.  618 
Perpetual  Building,  1111  E  Street  NW., 


Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Store  fixtures,  and  wood  products, 
related  to  store  fixtures,  between  Ogden, 
Utah,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States,  including 
Alaska  and  Hawaii. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  either  Forth  Worth, 
Tex.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC-25798  (Sub-No.  263),  filed 
June  28.  1974.  Applicant:  CLAY  HYDER 
TRUCKING  LINES.  INC.,  502  East 
Bridgers  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  1186,  Auburn- 
dale,  Fla.  33823.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Tony  G.  RusseU  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates.  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
the  plantslte  and  storage  facilities  of 
Kaplan  Industries,  Inc.,  located  at  or 
near  Bartow,  Fla.,  to  points  in  California. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  either  Tampa,  or 
Orlanda,  Fla. 

No.  MC-29910  (Sub-No.  146),  filed 
June  24,  1974.  Applicant:  ARKANSAS- 
BEST  FREIGHT  SYSTEM.  INC.,  301 
South  11th  Street,  Fort  Smith,  Ark. 
72901.  Applicant’s  representative:  Don  A 
Smith,  P.O.  Box  43,  Kelley  Building,  Fort 
Smith,  Ark.  72901.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  oVer  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Iron  and  steel  articles,  from  the 
Port  of  Fort  Smith,  Fort  Smith,  Ark.,  to 
points  in  Arkansas,  Oklahoma,  Missouri 
and  Texas. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Fort  Smith 
or  Little  Rock,  Ark. 

No.  MC-30844  (Sub-No.  512),  filed 
June  27,  1974.  Applicant:  KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC.,  2125 
Commercial  Street,  Waterloo,  Iowa 
50702.  Applicant’s  representative:  Larry 
Strickler  and  Paul  Rhodes  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
the  plant  site  and/or  storage  facilities 
utilized  by  Iowa  Beef  Processors,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Amarillo,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  District  of  Columbia,  Delaware, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts.  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Nebraska,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey. 
New  York,  North  CaroUna,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  .Rhode  Island.  South  Carolina, 
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Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
Wisconsin. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  la  deemed  neoeaaary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C.,  or 
Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC-33037  (Sub-No.  19),  filed 
July  15,  1974.  Applicant:  STUDER 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  Beattie,  Kans. 
66406.  Applicant’s  representative:  Clyde 
N.  Chrlstey,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Urea,  in  bulk  or  in  bags,  from  the  plant 
site  and  storage  facilities  of  Cooperative 
Farm  CThemicals  Assn.,  located  at  or  near 
Lawrence,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Colorado, 
Iowa,  Nebraska,  Missouri,  Oklahoma, 
Illinois,  Texas,  Minnesota,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  South  Dakota,  Arkansas,  and 
Wyoming. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo. 

No.  MC-42487  (Sub-No.  824),  filed 
July  12,  1974.  Applicant:  CONSOLI¬ 
DATED  FREIGHTWAYS  CORPORA¬ 
TION  OP  DELAWARE,  175  Linfield 
Drive,  Menlo  Park,  Calif.  94025.  AppU- 
cant’s  representative:  V.  R.  Oldenburg, 
P.O.  Box  5138,  Chicago,  Bl.  60680.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  imusual,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  serving  the  plant 
and  warehouse  faculties  of  Valley  Tow 
Rite,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  ShelbyvUle, 
Ky,,  as  an  off-route  point  in  connection 
with  carrier’s  presently  authorized  regu¬ 
lar  route  operations. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky,  or  Washington,  D.C, 

No.  MC-51146  (Sub-No.  383),  filed 
July  5,  1974.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2661  South  Broad¬ 
way,  P.O.  Box  2298,  Green  Bay, 
Wis.  54306.  AppUcant’s  representative; 
Charles  W.  Singer,  2440  East  Com¬ 
mercial  Blvd.,  Ft.  Lauderdale,  Fla.  33308. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-produets, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  pack¬ 
ing  houses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides 
and  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  faciUties  utilized  by 
Iowa  Beef  Processors,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
AmariUo,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Ohio,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  U  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  (Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC-51146  (Sub-No.  387),  filed 
July  15,  1974.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2661  South  Broad¬ 


way,  Green  Bay.  Wis.  54304.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Charles  W.  Singer,  2440 
East  Commercial  Blvd.,  Ft.  Lauderdale, 
Pla.  33308.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Plastic  containers,  with  or  without  caps 
or  covers,  from  the  plantsite  of  Owens- 
Illinois  at  Chicago,  Bl.,  to  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin,  Michigan,  Indiana,  Ohio,  and 
Missouri. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  heculng  la  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  HL 

No.  MC-51146  (Sub-No.  389),  filed 
July  17,  1974.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2661  South  Broad¬ 
way,  Green  Bay,  Wis.  54304.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Charles  W.  Singer,  2440 
East  Commercial  Blvd.,  Ft.  Lauderdale, 
Fla.  33308.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Electric  motors  and  electric  generators, 
and  parts  for  electric  motors  and  elec¬ 
tric  generators,  from  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
to  points  in  the  United  Stat^  (except 
Alaska  Eind  Hawaii),  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originating 
at  the  plantsites  and  warehouse  facilities 
of  Marathon  Electric  Manufacturing  Co. 
at  Indianapolis,  Ind.;  and  (2)  equip¬ 
ment.  materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
maniifacture  and  distribution  of  electric 
motors  and  electric  generators,  and  parts 
for  electric  motors  and  electric  genera¬ 
tors  (except  commodities  in  bulk),  and 
used  electric  motors  and  used  electric 
generators,  from  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  to 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  shipments  destined  to  the 
plantsites  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Marathon  Electric  Manufacturing  Co.  at 
Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  61440  (Sub-No.  138)  (Amend¬ 
ment),  filed  January  23,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  April  4, 
1974,  and  republished  as  amended,  this 
issue.  Applicant:  LEE  WAY  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  3000  West  Reno,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.  73108.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Richard  H.  Champlln,  P.O. 
Box  82488,  Exchange  Branch,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  73108.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  (Basses  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  livestock,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  commodities  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment),  (1)  Between  St.  Louis, 
and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points  and  serving  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  as  a  points  of 
joinder  only:  From  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  over 
Interstate  Highway  70,  to  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
(2)  Between  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.,  serving  no  intermediate  points 
and  serving  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  as  a  point 
of  joinder  only:  Prom  Kansas  City,  Mo., 


over  Interstate  Highway  70,  to  Seibert, 
Colo.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  24  to  the 
intersection  of  U.S.  Highway  24  and  U.S. 
Highways  40  and  287,  aiH>roxlmately  two 
miles  west  of  limon,  Colo.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highways  40  and  287  to  their  jimc- 
tlon  with  Interstate  Highway  70,  thence 
over  Interstate  Highway  70  to  Denver, 
Colo.,  and  return  over  the  same  route,  as 
alternate  routes  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only  in  conjunction  with  ap¬ 
plicant’s  presently  authorized  regiilar 
route  operations  between  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
and  Denver,  Colo.;  restricted  against  any 
traffic  originating  at.  Interlined  at  or 
destined  to  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  Chicago,  Bl.; 
and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  or  points  in  their 
respective  commercial  zones. 

Note. — ^Tbe  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  amend  the  requested  authOTity.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
or  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  64832  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  June 
24, 1974.  Applicant:  MAGNOLIA ’TRUCTK 
LII^,  INC.,  3097  Fontaine  Road.  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn.  38116.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Donald  B.  Morrison,  717  De¬ 
posit  Guaranty  Bank  Bldg.,  P.O.  22628, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  ar¬ 
ticles  of  unusual  value,  household  goods. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  commodities  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment) ,  serving  the  facilities  of 
Mississippi  Power  &  Light  Company  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Grand  Gulf,  Miss.,  as  an 
off-route  point  In  connection  with  ap¬ 
plicant’s  regular  route  operations  be¬ 
tween  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  Port  Gibson, 
Miss. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Jackson, 
Miss. 

No.  MC-64932  (Sub-No.  533) .  filed  July 
1,  1974.  AppUcant:  ROGERS  CARTAGE 
CO.,  a  Corporation,  10735  South  Cicero 
Avenue,  Oak  Lawn,  Bl.  60453.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Carl  L.  Steiner.  39 
South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  Bl. 
60603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
the  plantsites  of  Monsanto  Company  at 
Everett  and  Springfield,  Mass,  and 
Bridgeport  and  Kearny,  N.J.,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Missouri,  and  Kansas  City,  Kans. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC-67450  (Sub-No.  50) ,  filed 
June  24,  1974.  Applicant:  PETERLIN 
CARTAGE  CO.,  a  Corporation,  9651 
South  Ewing  Avenue,  Chicago,  Bl.  60617. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Joseph  M. 
Scanlan,  111  West  Washington  Street, 
Chicago,  Bl.  60602.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Food  and  foodstuffs,  and  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  when  moving  in 
conjunction  with  the  foregoing  com¬ 
modities,  from  the  plantsites,  ware¬ 
houses  and  facilities  utilized  by  General 
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Mills,  Inc.,  located  at  Chicago,  West  Chi¬ 
cago,  and  St.  Charles,  HI.)  to  points  in 
Wisconsin. 

Not*. — K  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  71642  (Sub-No.  17),  filed 
June  21,  1974.  Applicant:  N.  S. 

DESHONG,  3201  Millcreek  Road,  Wil¬ 
mington,  Del.  19808.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Samuel  W.  Earnshaw,  833 
Washington  Bldg.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Plastic 
products  in  containers,  between  Kennett 
Square,  Pa.,  and  Marietta,  Ga.,  under 
contract  with  NVF  Company. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  72243  (Sub-No.  42),  filed 
July  15,  1974.  Applicant:  THE  AETNA 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INCORPORATED, 
P.O.  Box  350,  2507  Youngstown  Road 
S.E.,  Warren,  Ohio  44482.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  P.  Carlton,  903 
Frank  Nelson  Building,  Birmingham, 
Ala.  35203.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Electrical  substations,  complete,  knocked 
down  or  in  sections;  component  parts  or 
electrical  substations:  and  parts,  acces¬ 
sories,  implements  and  supplies  used  or 
useful  in  the  erection  and/or  installa¬ 
tion  of  electrical  substations,  from  points 
in  Shelby  County,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Kentucky,  Alabama,  Mississippi, 
Arkansas,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Georgia,  Florida,  Virginia,  Missouri, 
Iowa,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Wisconsin,  Ohio,  West  Virginia, 
Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  Louisiana,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Birmingham, 
Ala. 

No.  MC  72243  (Sub-No.  43),  filed 
July  15.  1974.  AppUcant;  THE  AETNA 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INCORPORATED, 
2507  Youngstown  Road,  P.O.  Box  350, 
Warren,  Ohio  44482.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  P.  Carlton,  903  Frank 
Nelson  Building,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35203. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Carbon,  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of,  and/or 
used  by,  Schuler  Industries,  Inc.,  located 
at  or  near  Birmingham,  Ala.,  to  points 
in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Michigan, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala. 

No.  MC-76032  (Sub-No.  309),  filed 
July  1,  1974.  Applicant:  NAVAJO 

FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  1205  South 
Platte  River  Drive,  Denver,  Colo.  80223. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Edward  G. 
Bazelon,  39  South  La  Salle  Street.  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.  60603.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 


General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives.  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  be¬ 
tween  Wichita,  Kans.  and  Chickasha. 
Okla.,  serving  no  intermediate  points, 
but  serving  Wichita,  Kans.,  for  purposes 
of  joinder  only:  Prom  Wichita,  Kans. 
over  Interstate  Highway  35  to  jimction 
H.  E.  Bailey  Turnpike  at  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.,  thence  over  the  H.  E.  Bailey  Turn¬ 
pike  to  Chickasha,  Okla.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  restricted  to  traffic 
moving  to  or  from  points  on  and  east  of 
the  Mississippi  River. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC-76629  (Sub-No.  6),  filed 
June  20,  1974.  Applicant:  OVERLAND 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  31136, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  46206.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Donald  W.  Smith,  Suite 
2465  #  One  Indiana  Square,  Indianap¬ 
olis,  Ind.  46204.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Paper,  and  paper  products,  between 
the  plantsite  of  Inland  Container  Cor¬ 
poration,  at  Cayuga,  Ind.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Ohio,  Michigan,  Illinois,  and  Mis¬ 
souri. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ul. 
or  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC-82492  (Sub-No.  109),  filed 
July  5,  1974.  Applicant:  MICHIGAN  & 
NEBRASKA  TRANSIT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  2853,  2109  Olmstead  Road,  Kala¬ 
mazoo.  Mich.  49003.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  C.  Harris  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  &  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Emporia, 
Kans.,  to  point  in  Indiana. 

Note. — ^If  a  hecurlng  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC-82492  (Sub-No.  110),  filed 
July  5.  1974.  Applicant;  MICHIGAN  & 
NEBRASKA  TRANSIT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  2853,  2109  Olmstead  Road,  Kalama¬ 
zoo,  Mich,  49003.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  William  C.  Harris  (same  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  pack¬ 
inghouses,  as  described  in  Sections  A  & 
C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Motor 
Carriers  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  hides  and  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  Luveme,  Minn.,  to  points 
In  Indiana,  Michigan,  and  Ohio. 


Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  Chicago.  Ill.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC-92633  (Sub-No.  27) ,  filed  July 
5,  1974.  Applicant:  ZIRBEL  ’TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  420  28th  Street  North, 
Lewiston,  Idaho  83501.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Edward  G.  Rawle  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Scrap  or  junk  batteries,  from  Car¬ 
bon,  Utah,  and  Salt  Lake,  Weber,  and 
Box  Elder  Counties,  Utah,  to  King  Coun¬ 
ty,  Wash. 

NOTE. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
does  not  specify  a  location. 

No.  MC  95084  (Sub-No.  106),  filed 
Jime  24, 1974.  Applicant:  HOVE  TRUCK 
LINE,  Stanhope,  Iowa  50246.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Kenneth  F.  Dudley,  611 
Church  Street,  P.O.  Box  279,  Ottumwa, 
Iowa  52501.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by.  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (A) 
(1)  Agricultural  implements  and  ma¬ 
chinery,  farm  machinery,  implements 
and  equipment,  industrial  and  construc¬ 
tion  machinery  and  equipment,  and  parts 
attachments,  and  accessories  for  agri¬ 
cultural  implements  and  machinery, 
farm  machinery,  implements  and  equip¬ 
ment,  industrial  and  construction  ma¬ 
chinery  and  equipment,  from  Cherokee 
and  Forest  City,  Iowa;  Minneapolis  and 
Thief  River  Falls,  Minn.,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) ;  and  (2)  Materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
processing,  sale  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (A)  (1)  above, 
from  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii)  to  Cherokee 
and  Forest  City,  Iowa,  and  Minneapolis 
and  Thief  River  Falls,  Minn.;  (B)(1) 
Agricultural  implements  machinery  and 
equipment,  industrial  and  construction 
machinery  and  equipment,  parts,  acces¬ 
sories,  and  attachments  for  agricultural 
implements  machinery  and  equipment, 
industrial  and  construction  machinery 
and  eqiiipment,  from  Beatrice,  Nebr.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  Alas¬ 
ka  and  Hawaii) ;  and  (2)  Materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  In  the  man¬ 
ufacture,  processing,  sale  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  the  commodities  named  in  (B)  (1) 
above,  from  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii)  to  Beatrice, 
Nebr.;  (C)  (1)  Agricultural  and  farm 
implements,  machinery  and  equipment, 
industrial  and  construction  machinery 
and  equipment,  attachments  and  acces¬ 
sories  and  parts  for  agricultural  and 
farm  implements,  machinery  and  equip¬ 
ment,  industrial  and  construction  ma¬ 
chinery  and  equipment.  From  Selma, 
Ala.;  Peru,  Ind.;  Port  Dodge,  Iowa; 
Galesburg,  Kans.;  and  Brady,  Tex.;  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  Alas¬ 
ka  and  Hawaii);  (2)  Semi-trailers  de¬ 
signed  to  be  pulled  by  truck  tractors, 
from  Brady,  Tex.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ;  and 
(3)  Materials,  equipment,  and  supplies, 
used  in  the  manufacture,  processing. 
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sale  and  distribution  of  the  commodities 
in  (C)(1)  and  (C)(2)  above,  frtan 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  Alas¬ 
ka  and  Hawaii)  to  Selma,  Ala.;  Peru, 
Ind.:  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa;  Galesburg, 
Kans.;  and  Brady,  Tex.;  and  (D)  Ma¬ 
terials,  equipment,  and  supplies,  used  in 
the  manufacture,  processing,  sale  and 
distribution  of  agricultural  and  farm  im¬ 
plements  and  machinery,  and  parts  and 
attachments  for  agricultural  and  farm 
implements -and  machinery,  from  points 
In  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New 
York.  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania, 
Texas,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wis¬ 
consin  to  Perry,  Iowa. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  or  Chicago,  HI.  • 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  908),  filed 
June  28,  1974.  Applicant;  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  1940  Monroe 
Drive,  P.O.  Box  1636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Jerome  F. 
Marks  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Foodstuffs  (except 
In  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  points  in 
Massachusetts  and  New  York,  to  points 
In  Florida  and  Georgia,  restricted  to 
products  originating  at  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  of  Howard  Johnson 
Company  and  destined  to  the  named 
destination  states. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  97270  (Sub-No.  6) ,  filed  July  1, 
1974.  Applicant;  REYCO  MOTOR  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  5412  South  24th  Street, 
Port  Smith,  Ark.  72901.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  David  A.  Sutherlund,  2001 
Massachusetts  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to  opierate 
as  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting;  General 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk 
and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment);  (1)  Between  Ft.  Smith,  Ark. 
and  Jackson,  Miss.:  From  Ft.  Smith, 
Ark.  over  U.S.  Highway  64  to  Little 
Rock,  Ark.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
65  to  Lake  Village,  Ark.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  82  to  Leland,  Miss.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  61  to  Vicksburg,  Miss., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  80  to  Jackson, 
Miss.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  North  Little  Rock  and  Little 
Rock,  Ark.,  Greenville  and  Vicksburg, 
Miss,  (except  on  traffic  between  Jackson 
and  Vicksburg,  Miss.),  and  Clinton  In¬ 
dustrial  Park  at  or  near  Clinton,  Miss,  as 
intermediate  points,  restricted  against 
serving  points  in  Oklahoma  within  the 
F*t.  Smith  Commercial  Zone  as  defined  by 
the  Commission;  (2)  Between  Danville 
and  Little  Rock,  Ark.;  Prom  Danville 
over  Arkansas  Highway  10  to  Little  Rock, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points;  (3)  Between  Ar¬ 
kansas  River  and  Plainview,  Ark.:  Prom 


the  Arkansas  River  over  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  60  to  Plainview,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  (4)  Between  the  jimction  of  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highways  60  and  113  and  the 
junction  of  Arkansas  Highways  113  and 
110:  From  the  junction  of  Arkansas 
Highways  60  and  113  over  Arkansas 
Highway  113  to  jimction  Arkansas 
Highway  10,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  Intermediate  points 
and  serving  Pourche,  Ark.  as  an  off- 
route  point;  (5)  Between  Ola,  Ark. 
and  the  junction  of  Arkansas  Highways 
7  and  60 :  Prom  Ola  over  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  7  to  junction  Arkansas  Highway  60, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  Intermediate  points;  (6)  Between  Ola 
and  Rover,  Ark.:  Prom  Ola  over  Arkan¬ 
sas  Highway  28  to  Rover,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  IntermeiUate 
points  and  serving  Kingston,  Ark.  as  an 
off-route  point;  (7)  Between  Rover  and 
Danville,  Ark.:  Prom  Rover  over  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  27  to  Danville,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
Intermediate  points;  and  (8)  Between 
Booneville  and  State  Sanatorium,  Ark.; 
Prom  Booneville  over  Arkansas  Highway 
116  to  junction  Arkansas  Highway  23, 
thence  over  Arkansas  Highway  23  to 
State  Sanatorium  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Little  Rock, 
Ark.  and  Jackson,  Miss. 

No.  MC  95876  (Sub-No.  155) ,  filed  June 
27,  1974.  Applicant:  ANDERSON 

TRUCKING  SERVICE,  INC.,  203  Cooper 
Avenue  North,  St.  Cloud,  Minn.  56301. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Val  M.  Hig¬ 
gins,  1000  First  National  Bank  Building, 
Minneapolis,  Minn.  55402.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Iron  and  steel  articles. 
from  Niles  and  Gibraltar,  Mich.,  to  points 
in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI.  or 
Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  99948  (Sub-No.  3).  filed  July 
1, 1974.  Applicant;  McKOIN  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  6644  Airline  Highway,  Baton 
Rouge,  La.  70805.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Harold  R.  Ainsworth,  2307  Amer¬ 
ican  Bank  Building,  New  Orleans,  La. 
70130.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Mo¬ 
tor  fuel  anti-knock  compound  in  bulk, 
in  portable  tanks  on  fiat  bed  trailers, 
from  Port  Allen  and  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  to 
New  Orleans,  La.;  and  (2)  empty  porta¬ 
ble  tanks  used  in  the  transportation  of 
Motor  Fuel  Anti-Knock  Compound,  from 
New  Orleans,  La.,  to  Port  Allen  and 
Baton  Rouge,  La.;  (1)  and  (2)  above,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior  or  sub¬ 
sequent  movement  by  water. 

Note.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Baton  Rouge, 
La.  or  New  Orleans,  La.  ' 


No.  MC  100449  (Sub-No.  50),  filed 
June  20,  1974.  Applicant:  MALLINGER 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  R.P.D.  4,  Port  Dodge, 
Iowa  50501.  Applicant’s  representative; 
William  L.  Fairbank,  900  Hubbell  Build¬ 
ing,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  described 
in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  plantsite  and/or  storage  facili¬ 
ties  utilized  by  Iowa  Beef  Processors,  Inc., 
at  or  near  Amarillo,  Tex.,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  Ohio,'  Okltihoma,  South 
Dakota,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  100449  (Sub-No.  51) ,  filed  July 
15,  1974.  Applicant:  MALLINGER 

TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  R  J'.D.  4,  Port  Dodge, 
Iowa  50501.  Applicant’s  representative; 
Thomas  P.  Leahy,  900  Hubbell  Bldg.,  904 
Walnut  Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting;  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses.  as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantsite 
of  Hunter  Packing  Co.,  Division  of  John 
Morrell  and  Co.,  locat^  at  or  near  East 
St.  Louis,  HI.,  to  Sioux  Palls,  S.  Dak. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Minneap¬ 
olis,  Minn,  or  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC-103051  (Sub-No.  315),  filed 
July  5, 1974.  Applicant:  FLEET  TRANS¬ 
PORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  834  44th  Ave. 
North,  P.O.  Box  90408,  Nashville,  Term. 
37209.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rus¬ 
sell  E.  Stone  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  opierate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
adhesives,  dextrine  and  plastics,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Memphis,  Tenn., 
to  points  in  Florida,  Georgia,  Mississippi, 
and  Tennessee, 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Nashville,  Tenn.,  or 
Atlanta,  Oa. 

No.  MC-103435  (Sub-No.  221),  filed 
July  8,  1974.  Applicant:  UNTTED- 
BUCKINGHAM  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
5773  South  Prince  St.,  P.O,  Box  192, 
Littleton,  Colo.  80120.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Kenneth  A.  Willhite  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special  equlp- 
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ment;  Between  Great  Bend.  Kans.  and 
Denver,  Colo.,  serving  Intermediate 
points  and  serving  Denver,  Colo.,  for 
purpose  of  joinder,  or  for  the  purpose  of 
interline  with  Ringsby  Truck  Lines,  Inc. 
only.  Prom  Great  Bend,  Kans.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  281  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  70,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  70  to  Denver  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

Non. — a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo., 
or  Wichita,  Kans. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  823),  filed 
July  3.  1974.  Applicant:  MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY,  INC.,  2800  West  Lexing¬ 
ton  Avenue,  Elkhart,  Ind.  46514.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  James  B.  Buda 
and  Paul  D.  Borghesani  (same  address  as 
applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Trailers,  designed  to  be  drawn  by  passen¬ 
ger  automobiles,  in  initial  movements, 
from  points  in  Richland  Parish,  La.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except . 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Nots.— Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Shreveport,  La. 

No.  MC-105350  (Sub-No.  25).  filed 
June  21, 1974.  Applicant  :  NORTH  PARK 
TRANSPORTATION,  CO.,  a  Corpora¬ 
tion,  5150  Columbine  Street,  Denver, 
Colo.  80216.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Leslie  R.  Kehl,  Suite  1600  Lincoln  Cen¬ 
ter,  1660  Lincoln  Street,  Denver,  Colo. 
80203.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  commodities  of  unusual  value, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  commodities  which,  because 
of  size  or  weight,  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment).  (1)  Between  jimc- 
tion  Interstate  Highway  70  and  U.S. 
Highway  40,  near  Empire.  Colo.,  and  the 
Henderson  mine,  mill  and  tunnel  site  of 
American  Metal  Climax,  Inc.,  located  in 
Grand  County.  Colo.,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only,  serving  no  intermediate 
points:  From  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  70  and  U.S.  Highway  40,  near  Em¬ 
pire,  Colo.,  over  Interstate  Highway  70 
to  junction  Colorado  State  Highway  9, 
thence  northwesterly  approximately  11 
miles  to  junction  unnumbered  County 
road,  thence  easterly  on  said  County  road 
via  Ute  Pass,  to  the  Henderson  mine, 
mill  and  tunnel  site  and  return.  (2)  Be¬ 
tween  Kremmling,  Colo.,  and  the  Hen¬ 
derson  mine,  mill  and  tunnel  site  of 
American  Metal  Climax,  Inc.,  located  in 
Grand  County,  Colo.,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only, 
serving  no  intermediate  points:  Prom 
Kremmling  southeasterly  over  Colorado 
State  Highway  9,  approximately  27  miles 
to  jimction  unnumbered  County  road, 
thence  easterly  on  said  County  road  via 
Ute  Pass  to  the  Henderson  mine,  mill 
and  tunnel  site,  and  return  over  the 
same  route: 

Non. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at-  Denver, 
Colo. 


No.  MC  105566  (S^b-No.  104),  filed 
July  1,  1974.  Applicant:  SAM  TANKS- 
LEY  TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1120, 
Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  P.  Kilroy,  Post 
Office  Box  624,  Springfield,  Va.  22150. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Heating  and  air 
conditioning  equipment  and  parts 
thereof  (except  commodities,  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment),  (1)  from  Columbus,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Montana,  Wyoming,  North 
Dakota,  and  South  Dakota  and  (2)  from 
Bellevue,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Montana, 
Wyoming,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Arizona.  California,  Oregon,  Washington, 
Nevada,  Idaho,  and  Utah. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Columbus, 
Ohio  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC-105566  (Sub-No.  105),  filed 
July  1,  1974.  Applicant:  SAM  TANKS- 
LEY  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1120, 
Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  P.  Kilroy,  P.O. 
Box  624,  Springfield,  Va.  22150.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Plastic  articles, 
printed  matter,  games,  toys,  puzzles, 
playing  cards,  pencils,  crayons,  writing 
slates,  store  display  racks,  telescopes, 
microscopes,  paint  brushes,  and  paints, 
from  Fayetteville.  N.C..  to  points  in  Lou¬ 
isiana,  Mississippi.  Texas,  Missouri.  Iowa, 
Arkansas,  Blinois.  Oklahoma,  Kansas, 
Nebraska,  Indiana,  Wisconsin,  Wyoming, 
Colorado,  New  Mexico.  Arizona,  Utah, 
Nevada,  Idaho,  Montana,  Washington, 
Oregon,  and  California. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Bl. 
or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC-106400  (Sub-No.  102),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  KAW  TRAN¬ 
SPORT  COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  P.O. 
Box  12628,  North  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64116. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  L. 
Hawkins,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  456,  Jefferson  City, 
Mo.  65101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chemi¬ 
cals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the 
plantslte  of  Relchhold  Chemicals,  Inc.,  at 
Kanseas  City,  Kans.,  to  Connecticut,  Del¬ 
aware,  Florida,  Idaho,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Oregon,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Utah,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
Washington,  and  West  Virginia. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  106644  (Sub-No.  188),  filed 
July  15,  1974.  Applicant:  SUPERIOR 
TRUCKING  COMPANY.  INC.,  2770  Pey¬ 
ton  Road  NW..  P.O>  Box  916,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30301.  Applicant’s  representative:  Hub¬ 
ert  Johnson,  P.O.  Box  916,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30301.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Self-pro¬ 
pelled  paving  machines,  and  trailers  and 


parts  therefor,  from  the  plantsites  of 
Puckett  Bros.  Manufacturing  Co.,  located 
in  Gwinnett  County,  Ga.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) . 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
Oa.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC-107064  (Sub-No.  105),  filed 
June  28, 1974.  Applicant:  STEERE  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  2808  Fairmount,  P.O.  Box 
2998,  Dallas,  Tex.  75221.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Hugh  T.  Matthews,  630 
Fidelity  Union  Tower,  Dallas,  Tex.  75201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum,  petro¬ 
leum  products,  and  chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Galves¬ 
ton  and  Harris  Counties,  Tex.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  in  and  west  of  New 
Mexico,  Colorado,  Wyoming,  and  Mon¬ 
tana  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  439),  filed 
July  16.  1974.  Applicant:  ALTERMAN 
TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  12805  North¬ 
west  42d  Avenue  (LeJeune  Rd.),  Opa 
Locka,  Fla.  33054.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Ford  W.  Sewell  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Molding 
compounds,  granulated  resin,  and  liquid 
plastics  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) , 
in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration,  from  Dallas,  Tex.,  to  points 
in  New  Jersey,  New  York,  South  Carolina, 
Maryland,  Pennsylvania,  and  Florida. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC-107515  (Sub-No.  937).  filed 
July  1,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
308,  Forest  Park.  Oa.  30050.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Alan  E.  Serby,  3379 
Peachtree  Road  NE.,  Suite  375,  Atlanta. 
Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pesticides, 
herbicides,  and  chemicals  (except  in 
bulk),  from  the  plantslte  of  Monsanto 
Company  at  or  near  Muscatine,  Iowa,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — Common  control  and  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
8t.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC-107743  (Sub-No.  28),  filed 
June  27.  1974.  Applicant:  SYSTEM 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  6523  East  Broad¬ 
way,  P.O.  Box  3456TA,  Spokane,  Wash. 
99220.  Applicant’s  representative:  S.  J. 
Cully,  Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Buildings,  building 
panels,  building  parts,  and  materials,  ac¬ 
cessories,  and  supplies  used  in  the  instal¬ 
lation,  erection,  and  construction  of 
buildings,  panels,  and  parts,  from  Gales¬ 
burg,  m.;  Kansas  City  Mo.;  and  Visalia, 
Calif.,  to  points  in  Idaho,  Oregon,  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  Nevada. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  1 59— THURSDAY,  AUGUST  T5,  1974 


29468 


NOTICES 


Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Boise,  Idaho, 
or  Portland,  Oregon. 

No.  MC-107743  (Sub-No.  29),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant;  SYSTEM 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  6523  East  Broad¬ 
way,  P.O,  Box  3456TA,  Spokane,  Wash. 
99220.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
Hightower,  136  Wynnewood  Professional 
Bldg.,  Dallas,  Tex.  76224.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Metal  doors,  and 
frames,  set  up  or  knocked  down;  (2) 
steel  sash,  set  up  or  knocked  down;  and 
(3)  related  material  and  supplies,  from 
Mason  City,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Montana, 
Wyoming,  Utah,  Washington,  Oregon, 
California,  Idaho,  and  Nevada. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Portland, 
Oregon,  or  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-108207  (Sub-No.  397),  filed 
July  8,  1974.  Applicant;  FROZEN  F(X)D 
EXPRESS,  a  corporation,  318  Cadiz 
Street,  P.O.  Box  5888,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222. 
Applicant’s  representative:  J.  B.  Ham 
(same  address  as  applicant)  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Molding  compounds,  gran¬ 
ulated  resin,  and  liquid  plastics,  from 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  Dallas  and 
Brownsville,  Tex.,  Norfolk,  Nebr.,  and 
points  in  Ohio. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  or  DaUas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  108393  (Sub-No.  80),  hied 
June  26,  1974.  Applicant;  SIGNAL  DE¬ 
LIVERY  SERVICE,  me.,  201  East  Og¬ 
den  Avenue,  Hinsdale,  HI.  60521.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  J.  A.  KUNDTZ, 
1100  National  City  Bank  Building,  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio  44114.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  merchandise,  articles  and 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  mall  order 
houses  and  retail  stores,  and  in  connec¬ 
tion  therewith,  such  equipment,  mate¬ 
rials  and  supplies  used  in  the  conduct  of 
such  business.  (1)  between  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio;  and  (2)  between  Findlay, 
Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Milan,  HI.,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Sears,  Roebuck  and  Co. 

Note. — Common  control  and  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  the  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC-108676  (Sub-No.  68),  filed 
June  20,  1974.  Applicant:  A.  J.  METTLEIt 
HAULmG  k  RIGOmG,  mc.,  117  Chlca- 
mauga  Avenue  NE.,  Knoxville,  Tenn. 
37917.  Applicant’s  representative:  Louis 
J.  Amato.  P.O.  Box  E,  Bowling  Green, 
Ky.  42101.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Flat 
glass,  fnxn  Kingsport,  and  points  in 
Hawkins  County,  Tenn.,  to  points  in 
North  Dakota.  South  Dakota,  Nebraska, 
Kansas,  Montana,  Wyoming,  Colorado, 


New  Mexico,  Idaho,  Utah,  Arizona, 
Washington,  Oregon,  Nevada,  and  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  or  LoulsvlUe.  Ky. 

No.  MC  108676  (Sub-No.  69).  filed 
June  27,  1974.  Applicant:  A.  J.  METLER 
HAUUNG  AND  RIGGmG,  mC..  117 
Chlcamauga  Avenue  NE.,  Knoxville, 
Tenn.  37917.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Louis  J.  Amato,  P.O.  Box  E,  Bowling 
Green,  Ky.  42101.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transpiort- 
Ing:  Flat  glass,  from  Tulsa,  Okla.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Nashville, 
Tenn.,  or  Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC-109326  (Sub-No.  110),  filed 
July  17,  1974.  Applicant:  C  &  D  TRANS- 
PORTA'nON  CO.,  me.,  P.O.  Box  10506, 
New  Orleans,  La.  70121.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  William  P.  Jadtson,  Jr.,  919 
18th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Bananas,  and  agri¬ 
cultural  commodities  (exempt  from  regu¬ 
lation  under  Section  203(b)(6)  of  the 
Act),  when  transported  in  mixed  loads 
with  bananas  frmn  Mobile,  Ala.,  to  points 
in  Texas,  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Nebraska, 
Iowa,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Hll- 
nols,  Indiana,  Ohio,  Kentucky,  North 
Carolina,  and  Alabama,  restricted 
against  service  from  or  to  any  facility  of 
The  Great  Atlantic  and  Pacific  Tea 
Company  or  Hunt  Poods  and  Industries, 
Inc.  and  further  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  of  having  an  immedi¬ 
ate  prior  movement  by  water. 

Note. — Ck>mmoii  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  £q>pll- 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  MobUe,  Ala.,  or 
New  Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC-109397  (Sub-No.  305),  filed 
July  1,  1974.  Applicant:  TRI-STA'TE 
MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  a  Corporation, 
P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  A.  N.  Jacobs 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Self-propelled  lift  equip¬ 
ment,  each  weighing  less  than  15,000 
poimds  and  transported  on  trailers,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Fresno  County,  Calif.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States  including  Alaska,  but 
excluding  Hawaii. 

Note. — Ccmimoii  control  was  approved  In 
MC-F-10006.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
San  Francisco,  Cialif.  or  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC-109478  (Sub-No.  136),  filed 
July  9,  1974.  Applicant:  WORSTER 
MOTOR  LINES,  mC.,  Gay  Road.  RX>. 
#1,  North  Ekist,  Pa.  16428.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Joseph  P.  MacKrell,  23 
West  Tenth  Street.  Erie,  Pa.  16501.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 


routes,  transporting:  (1)  Malt  beverages 
(except  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles)  and 
advertising  materials  when  moving  in 
mixed  loads  with  malt  beverages,  from 
Baltimore,  Md.,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
New  York  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Lake  Ontario  and  Interstate 
Highway  81  over  Interstate  Highway  81 
to  its  intersection  at  Cortland  with  New 
York  Highway  13  thence  over  New  York 
Highway  13  to  its  intersection  with 
New  York  Highway  14  at  Horse- 
heads,  thence  over  New  York  Highway  14 
to  its  intersection  with  the  New  York- 
Pennsylvanla  State  line,  and  points  in 
Erie,  Crawford,  Mercer,  Venango,  War¬ 
ren,  Forest,  Clarion,  Lawrence,  Beaver, 
Westmoreland,  McKean,  Elk,  Jefferson, 
Clearfield,  Cameron,  Potter,  Allegany, 
Butler,  Armstrong,  and  Indiana  Coun¬ 
ties,  Pa.;  and  (2)  Empty  malt  beverage 
containers,  from  the  above  specified 
destination  points  to  Baltimore,  Md. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  iq>- 
pllcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
DC. 

No.  MC-109633  (Sub-No.  18),  filed 
June  24,  1974.  Applicant:  ARBET 

’TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  222  East  135th 
Place,  Chicago,  HI.  60627.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Arnold  L.  Bu^e,  127 
North  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  HI. 
60602.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  and  except  dangerous  explosives, 
liquid  commodities,  in  bulk,  household 
goods  as  defined  in  Practices  of  Motor 
Common  Carriers  of  Household  Goods, 
17  M.C.C.  467,  and  commodities  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment),  between  points 
in  Darke,  Shelby,  Champaign,  Madison, 
Franklin,  Pickaway,  Payette,  Clark, 
Miami,  Preble,  Montgomery,  Greene, 
Clinton,  Warren,  Butler,  Hamilton,  Cler¬ 
mont.  Allen,  Auglaize.  Mercer,  and  Van 
Wert  Counties,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  points  in  that  part  of  Michigan  lo¬ 
cated  on  and  south  of  Mlchlgran  Highway 
21  from  Holland  to  Grand  Rapids,  on  and 
south  of  Interstate  Highway  96  (formerly 
U.S.  Highway  16) ,  from  Grand  Rapids  to 
Lansing,  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  27 
from  Lansing  to  the  Mlchlgan-Indiana 
State  Line  and  Holland,  Grand  Rapids, 
and  Lansing,  Mich.,  on  the  other. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  appUcation  Is 
to  eliminate  the  Clinton  Ck>unty,  Indiana 
gateway  and  to  redescrlbe  the  portion  of 
Ohio  which  applicant  Is  authorized  to  senre. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  lU. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  1105),  filed 
July  15,  1974.  Applicant;  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520  East 
Lancaster  Avenue,  Downlngtown,  Pa. 
19335.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same  address  as 
applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Calcium  chloride  brine,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Dallas,  ’Tex.,  to  points  in 
Louisiana.  Oklahoma,  Arkansas,  and 
New  Mexico;  and  (2)  caustic  potash 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  159 — THURSDAY,  AUGUST  15,  1974 


NOTICES 


29469 


liquid.  In  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Dallas,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Missouri,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  Arkansas, 
Louisiana,  and  New  Mexico. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas, 
Tex.  or  New  Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  1106),  filed 
July  12,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520  East 
Lancaster  Avenue,  Downin«town,  Pa. 
19335.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Petroleum  wax.  In  bulk,  In  tank  vehicles, 
from  Houston,  Tex.,  to.  points  in  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio;  and  (2)  chemicals,  naval 
stores,  and  vegetable  oils  and  vegetable 
oil  products  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Oakdale,  La.,  to  points  in  Texas. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Pensa¬ 
cola,  Fla.  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC-1 12063  (Sub-No.  18),  filed 
June  28,  1974.  Applicant:  P.  L  &  I. 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  685, 
Sharon,  Pa.  16146.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Milan  Tatalovich,  123  West  Liberty 
Street,  Girard,  Ohio  44420.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Petroleum  products  (ex¬ 
cept  petrochemicals) ,  transported  in  con¬ 
tainers,  from  Elk  Grove  Village  and 
Franklin  Park,  HI.,  to  Reno  and  Rouse- 
vUle,  Pa. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Plttsbvirgh, 
Pa.  or  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112184  (Sub-No.  44),  filed 
June  26,  1974.  Applicant;  THE  MAN- 
PREDI  MOTOR  TRANSIT  COMPANY, 
a  Corporation,  11250  Kinsman  Road, 
Newbury,  Ohio  44065.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  P.  McMahon,  100  East 
Broad  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Paint  and  paint 
products  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Cleveland,  Ohio  to  points  in  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  and  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  under  a 
continuing  contract  with  PPG  Industries, 
Inc. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authOTity  in  MC-128302  and  Subs,  therefore 
dual  operations  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Colmnbus,  Ohio  or  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  112801  (Sub-No.  158),  filed 
June  24.  1974.  Applicant:  TRANSPORT 
SETIVICE  CO.,  a  Corporation.  2  Salt 
Creek  Lane,  Hinsdale,  HI.  60521.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative-:  Carl  L.  Steiner,  39 
South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60603. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Vegetable  oils  and 
vegetable  oil  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Mankato,  Minn.,  to  points 
in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Wisconsin. 


Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No.  MC-112801  (Sub-No.  159),  filed 
July  1,  1974.  AppUcant;  TRANSPORT 
SERVICE  CO.,  a  Corporation,  2  Salt 
Creek  Lane,  Hinsdale,  HI.  60521.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  Carl  L.  Steiner, 
39  South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  HI. 
60603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sulphuric 
and  phosphoric  acid,  in  bulk,  from 
Depue,  HI.,  to  points  in  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Michigan,  Indiana,  Iowa,  and  Wis¬ 
consin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  112801  (Sub-No.  160),  filed 
July  5,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANSPORT 
SERVICE  CO.,  a  Corporation,  2  Salt 
(Treek  Lane,  Hinsdale,  HI.  60521.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Gene  Smith  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Ferric  chloride,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Gary,  Ind.,  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Nebraska,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Pennsylvania,  and  Tennessee;  (2) 
muriatic  acid,  spent,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Hllnois  and  Mich¬ 
igan,  to  Gary,  Ind.;  (3)  silicate  of  soda, 
dry  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.,  to  points -in  Missouri,  Ohio, 
Wisconsin,  Michigan,  and  Kentucky  and 
(4)  caustic  soda  and  caustic  potash,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  plantslte 
and/or  storage  facilities  of  K.  A.  Steel 
Chemicals,  Inc.  at  Lemont,  HI.,  to  points 
in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  Indiana, 
Ohio,  Michigan,  and  Missouri. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC-112963  (Sub-No.  54),  filed 
June  27,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  BROTH¬ 
ERS,  INC.,  764  Boston  Road,  Pinehurst, 
Mass.  01866.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Leonard  E.  Murphy  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Muri¬ 
atic  acid,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
East  Providence,  R.I.,  to  piolnts  in  Rhode 
Island,  Connecticut,  and  Massachusetts; 
and  (2)  Animal  oils  and  products  of  ani¬ 
mal  and  vegetable  oils,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Quincy,  Mass,,  to  points  in 
New  York. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Boston, 
Mass.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC-113267  (Sub-No.  315),  filed 
July  5,  1974.  Applicant;  CENTRAL  AND 
SOUTHERN  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  3215 
’Tulane  Road,  P.O.  Box  30130  A.M.P., 
Memphis,  Tenn.  38130.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Lawrence  A.  Fischer 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  by-products,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix 


I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  hides  and  commodities), 
from  the  plantsite  and/or  storage  facili¬ 
ties  utilized  by  Iowa  Beef  Processors, 
Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Amarillo,  Tex., 
to  points  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Louisiana,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and 
Wisconsin, 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Amarillo, 
Tex.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  113267  (Sub-No.  316),  filed 
July  8,  1974.  Applicant:  CENTRAL  AND 
SOUTHERN  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  3385 
Airways  Blvd.,  Suite  115,  Memphis,  Tenn. 
38130.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Lawrence  A,  Fischer  (same  address  as 
applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregulaj  routes,  transporting: 
Bananas  and  agricultural  commodities 
exempt  fx*om  economic  regulation  imder 
Section  203(b)(6)  of  the  Act,  when 
transported  in  mixed  loads  with  ba¬ 
nanas,  from  Mobile,  Ala^  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan,  Miimesota, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  North  liakota,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  and  Wisconsin,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  trafOc  having  an 
Immediate  prior  movement  by  water. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  ait  Miami, 
Fla.  os  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  113828  (Sub-No.  220),  filed 
July  2,  1974.  Applicant:  O’BOYLE 

TANK  LINES,  INCORPORATED,  P.O. 
Box  30006,  Washington,  D.C.  20014. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  P. 
Sullivan,  Federal  Bar  Building,  1819  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C,  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lithium 
ore,  in  bulk,  and  spodumene,  in  bulk,  (1) 
from  Kings  Mountain,  N.C.,  to  points  in 
Chesterfield  County,  Va.,  and  (2)  from 
points  in  Chesterfield  County,  Va.,  to 
points  in  Berkeley  County,  W.  Va, 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC-113908  (Sub-No.  322),  filed 
July  10,  1974.  Applicant;  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  2105  East  Dale 
Street.  P.O,  Box  3180  G.S.S..  Springfield. 
Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  representative: 
B.  B.  Whitehejui  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Wine 
and  wine  products,  in  bulk,  from  Pater¬ 
son,  N.J.,  to  Delano,  Calif.;  (2)  vinegar, 
vinegar  stock  and  vinegar  stock  concen¬ 
trate.  in  bulk,  from  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to 
Jacksonville,  HI.;  (3)  vinegar,  vinegar 
stock  and  vinegar  stock  concentrate,  in 
bulk,  from  Rogers,  Ark.,  to  Memphis, 
Term.;  (4)  vinegar,  vinegar  stock  and 
vinegar  stock  concentrate,  in  bulk,  from 
Kansas  (Tlty,  Mo.,  to  Champaign,  HI.; 
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and  (5)  denatured  alcohol,  in  bulk,  from 
Aubumdale  and  Lake  Alfred,  Fla.,  and 
the  Commercial  Zones  thereof,  to  points 
in  Arkansas,  California,  Connecticut, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  South 
Carolina. 

NoTB. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  Chicago,  Ill.  or  Washington,  DC, 

No.  MC-1 14091  (Sub-No.  86),  filed 
July  17,  1974.  Applicant:  HUFF  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CO.,  INC.,  3500  Bell’s  Lane,  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.  40211.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Marshall  Kragen,  666  Eleventh 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
crude  oil  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Chunberland,  Fentress,  Gnmdy, 
Morgan,  Pickett,  and  Scott  Counties, 
Tenn.,  to  Ashland  Pipeline  Company’s 
facilities  at  or  near  Ravenna  (Estill 
Coimty) ,  Falcon  (Magoffin  Covmty) ,  Leb¬ 
anon  Jet.  (Bullitt  Coimty) ,  and  Beatty- 
ville  (Lee  County) ,  Ky. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Louisville,  Lexington, 
or  Somerset,  Ky. 

No.  MC-114194  (Sub-No.  175),  filed 
July  12,  1974.  Applicant:  KREIDER 
TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  8003  ColUns- 
ville  Road,  East  St.  Louis,  Ill.  62201. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Ernest  A. 
Brooks  n,  1301-02  Ambassador  Build¬ 
ing,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63101.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Corn  products  and 
blends  thereof,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles 
having  a  prior  movement  by  rail,  from 
Detroit,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Indiana, 
Michigan,  and  Ohio,  (2)  flour,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
to  points  in  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Tennessee,  and 
Wisconsin  and  (3)  flour,  in  bulk,  from 
Springfield,  HI.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Missouri,  and  Tennessee. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo.  or  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC-1 14969  (Sub-No.  49),  filed 
July  8,  1974.  Applicant:  PROPANE 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  232,  1734 
State  Route  131,  Milford,  Ohio  45150. 
Applicant’s  representative:  James  R. 
Stiverson,  50  West  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fetilizer,  fertilizer  materials  and 
fertilizer  ingredients,  from  Brookston, 
Boone  Grove,  and  Pulton,  Ind.,  to  points 
in  Indiana,  Ohio,  and  Michigan. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appll- 
<^t  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington.  D  C. 
or  Columbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-115162  (Sub-No.  294),  filed 
Jime  24,  1974.  Applicant:  POOLE 

TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  500, 


Evergreen,  Ala.  36401.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  E.  Tate  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Lwnber,  plywood  and  particleboard, 
from  points  in  WUcox  Coimty,  Ala.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  in  and  east 
of  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Arkansas, 
and  Louisiana;  and  (2)  Lumber,  frmn 
points  in  Lee  County,  Ala.,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  Min¬ 
nesota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  and 
Louisiana. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Birmingham 
or  Montgomery,  Ala. 

No.  MC-115180  (Sub-No.  92),  filed 
June  25.  1974.  AppUcant:  ONLEY  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  transportahon, 
INC.,  265  West  14th  Street,  New  York. 
N.Y.  10014.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue, 
Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products  and  meat  by~ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi~ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
the  plantsite  and/or  storage  facilities 
utili^  by  Iowa  Beef  Processors,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Amarillo.  Tex.,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Colorado,  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey. 
New  York,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Dakota,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wis¬ 
consin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 
or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC-115491  (Sub-No.  128),  filed 
July  15, 1974.  Applicant:  COMMERCIAL 
CARRIER  CORPORATION,  602  East 
Bridgers  Avenue,  P.O.  Drawer  67,  Au¬ 
bumdale,  Fla.  33823.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Tony  G.  Russell  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Defluorinated  phosphate,  from  Cor¬ 
onet,  Fla.,  to  Tampa,  Fla.,  restricted  to 
traflRc  having  a  subsequent  movement 
by  water. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Tampa,  Fla. 

No.  MC-1 15654  (Sub-No.  31).  filed 
July  5,  1974.  Applicant:  TENNESSEE 
CARTAGE  CO.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1193, 
Nashville,  Tenn.  37202.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  Harwood,  P.O.  Box 
15214,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37216.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Dairy  products,  imitation 
cream  and  imitation  fruit  drinks,  ice 
cream,  ice  cream  products,  and  water 
ices,  ice  mixes,  water  ice  bars,  sherbet, 
frozen  desserts,  delicatessen  products. 


and  confectioneries  (except  in  bulk),  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  Nashville,  Term.,  to 
points  in  (jleqrgia  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  84,  and  return  shipments  of 
conunodltles  named  above  on  retmm. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Nashville, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC-1 16092  (Sub-No.  6).  filed 
July  15, 1974.  Applicant:  E.  J.  PERSONS 
TRANSPORT,  LTD.,  264  Hanson  Street, 
CowansvlUe,  Quebec,  Canada.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  B.  Pepper,  168 
Woodbridge  Avenue,  Highland  Park, 
N.J.  08904.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Felts, 
fibres,  needles,  synthetic  resin  pellets  and 
spools,  yams,  and  chemicals  used  in 
treating  paper  marker  felts  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  between  Albany  and 
Chatham,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  ports  of  entry  on  the  In¬ 
ternational  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  located  at  or 
near  Champlain  and  Rouse’s  Points, 
N.Y.  and  Highgate  Springs,  Vt. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Mont¬ 
pelier,  Vt.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC-1 16273  (Sub-No.  185),  filed 
July  15,  1974.  Applicant:  D  &  L  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  3800  South  Laramie  Ave¬ 
nue,  Cicero,  HI.  60650.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Arnold  L.  Burke,  127  North 
Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60602.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  (^rate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Chemicals,  in  bulk. 
In  tank  vehicles,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Amoco  Chemicals  Company,  located  at 
or  near  Joliet,  HI.,  to  points  in  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee, 
and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC-1 16967  (Sub-No.  18),  filed 
June  20,  1974.  Applicant;  WONDAAL 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  2857  Ridge  Road, 
Lansing,  HI.  60438.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Samuel  Ruff,  2109  Broadway, 
East  Chicago,  Ind.  46312.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Face  and  common  build¬ 
ing  brick,  approximately  8"  equivalents, 
between  Chicago  and  Riverdale,  HI.,  and 
Brazil,  Munster,  Cayuga,  Martinsville, 
Anderson,  and  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  118202  (Sub-No.  41)  ,  filed 
June  27,  1974.  Applicant:  SCHULTZ 
TRANSIT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  503,  Winona, 
Minn.  55987.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Val  M.  Higgins,  1000  First  National  Bank 
Building.  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55402.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Pesticides,  herbi¬ 
cides  and  chemicals  (except  in  bulk). 
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from  the  plantsite  of  Monsanto  Company 
located  at  or  near  Muscatine,  Iowa,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  134631  Sub  4  and  subs  there¬ 
under,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  In¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  118806  (Sub-No.  38),  filed 
July  3, 1974.  Applicant:  ARNOLD  BROS. 
TRANSPORT  LTD.,  739  Lagimodiere 
Boulevard,  Winnipeg,  Manitoba,  Canada. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Daniel  C. 
Sullivan,  327  South  La  Salle  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.  60604.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agicultural  machinery  and  imple¬ 
ments,  industrial  constrvxition  and  for¬ 
estry  machinery  and  equipment,  trac¬ 
tors  (except  truck  tractors)  and  trac¬ 
tor  equipment  and  parts,  attachment  and 
materials  used  in  the  assembly  and  re¬ 
pair  of  all  of  the  above  described  com¬ 
modities,  between  points  in  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Missouri,  New  York,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Wisconsin,  and  Vermont,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  points 
on  the  International  Boundary  Line  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada  lo¬ 
cated  in  Maine,  Vermont,  New  York, 
Michigan,  Wisconsin,  and  Minnesota,  re¬ 
stricted  to  trafiBc  having  its  origin  or 
destination  in  Canada. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  the 
same  time  and  on  a  consolidated  record  with 
any  hearing  held  in  MC  134401  (Sub-No.  6) . 

No.  MC  119245  (Sub-No.  7),  filed  June 
19,  1974.  Applicant:  E.  J.  PAULETTE, 
doing  business  as  PAULETTE’S  DELIV¬ 
ERY  SERVICE,  1155  Joseph  Street, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  John  M.  Madison,  P.O.  Box 
1707,  Shreveport,  La.  71166.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Home  care  products  mar¬ 
keted  by  Amway  Corporation,  including 
cleaning  compound,  soap,  soap  powder, 
bleach,  iron  or  steel  rust  removing  com¬ 
pound,  water  softening  compound,  chem¬ 
icals,  insecticides  and  insect  repellent^, 
liquid  colloidal  silica,  buffing  compound, 
shaving  cream,  cologne,  toilet  prepara¬ 
tion,  sponge  plastic  or  rubber  articles, 
sheet  steel  articles,  exercisfng  apparatus, 
vibratory  other  than  lounge  suitq, 
hosiery,  machines  or  machinery  in  boxes, 
drugs  and  medicines,  bubble  bath,  liq¬ 
uid  cleaning  compound,  spray  starch, 
shampoo,  ironing  board  covers,  brushes, 
advertising  matter,  printed  matter,  fire 
extinguishers  and  china  ware  (except  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  Shreveport, 
La.,  to  points  in  Nacogdoches,  San  Au¬ 
gustine,  Newton,  Tyler,  Polk,  Angelina, 
Trinity,  Houston,  Cherokee,  Anderson, 
Freestone,  Leon,  Brazos,  Walker,  Madi¬ 
son,  Grimes,  San  Jacinto,  Robertson, 
Limestone,  Navarro,  Kaufman,  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Liberty,  and  Jasper  Counties, 
Tex.,  under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Amway  Corporation, 


Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Dallas, 
Tex.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC-123407  (Sub-No.  183),  filed 
July  15,  1974.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  South  Haven 
Square,  U.S.  Highway  6,  Valparaiso,  Ind. 
46383.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rob¬ 
ert  W.  Sawyer  (Same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Tubing, 
from  Sebewaing,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota,  Wisconsin,  Iowa,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  and  Montana. 

Note. — Conunon  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  i^cessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Lansing,  Mich.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC-123640  (Sub-No.  14),  filed 
July  8,  1974.  Applicant:  SUMMIT  CITY 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  3200  Maumee 
Ave.,  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  46803.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Irving  Klein,  Esq.,  280 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.  lOOO'T.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  commodities, 
sold,  dealt  in  or  used  by  chain  or  depart¬ 
ment  stores,  between  Fort  Wayne,  Ind., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Tennessee,  under  contract  or  contracts 
with  W.  T.  Grant  Company. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  123639  (Sub-No.  159),  filed 
Jime  28,  1^74.  Applicant;  J.  B.  MONT¬ 
GOMERY,  INC.,  5750  Brighton  Boule¬ 
vard,  Denver,  Colo.  80216.  Applicant’s 
representative;  John  P.  DeCock  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packing  houses,  as  described  in 
Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
plantsite  and/or  storage  facilities  uti¬ 
lized  by  Iowa  Beef  Processors,  Inc.  at  or 
near  Amarillo,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado,  Connecticut,  District  of  Columbia, 
Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Minnesota,  Michigan,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Dakota,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
Wisconsin. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Amarillo,  Tex.,  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC-124170  (Sub-No.  42),  filed 
July  5,  1974.  Applicant:  PROSTWAYS, 
INC.,  3900  Orleans,  Detroit,  Mich.  48207. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  J. 
Boyd,  29  South  LaSalle  Street,  Suite  330, 
Chicago,  Ill.  60603.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Malt  beverages,  from  Norfolk,  Va., 


tc  points  in  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Georgia,  Florida,  Alabama,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Louisiana,  Arkansas,  Tennessee, 
and  Kentucky. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Norfolk,  Va. 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  124328  (Sub-No.  64),  filed 
June  21,  1974.  Applicant:  BRINK’S  IN- 
CORPORA’TED,  234  East  24th  Street, 
Clilcago,  m.  60616.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Chandler  L.  van  Orman,  704 
Southern  Building,  15th  &  H  Streets 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Precious  metals.  Including 
silver,  coins  and  currency  and  other  ar¬ 
ticles  of  unusual  value,  between  Kellogg, 
Idaho,  Laredo,  Tex.,  Fairfield,  Conn., 
Bridgeport,  Conn.,  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
Union  City,  Ind.,  Cambridge  City,  Ind., 
Los  Angeles  Coimty,  Calif.,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  Newark,  N.J.,  Win¬ 
chester,  Ind.,  Dayton,  Ohio,  Chicago,  Ill., 
Providence,  R.I.,  Shreveport,  La.,  ’Tulsa, 
Okla.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  and  the  New 
Jersey  coimties  of  Union,  Essex,  and 
Middlesex,  and  Winslow,  N.J.,  and  (2) 
securities,  stocks,  bonds,  negotiable  and 
non-negotiable  instruments,  and  other 
documents  of  value,  between  points  in 
Alabama,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Flori¬ 
da,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Texas,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  imder  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
banks,  financial  institutions,  and  manu¬ 
facturers  or  dealers  in  articles  of  imusual 
value. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y.,  or 
Chicago,  ni. 

No.  MC-124383  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
July  8,  1974.  Applicant:  STAR  LINE 
TRUCKING  CORPORATION,  18460 
West  Lincoln  Avenue,  New  Berlin,  Wls. 
53151.  Applicant’s  representative:  Carl  L. 
Steiner,  39  South  La  Salle  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.  6O603.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Such  merchandise  as  is  marketed  by 
Home  Products  Distributors  (except 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantsite 
of  Amway  Corporation  located  at  or  near 
Ada,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Wisconsin, 
Minnesota,  and  the  Upper  Peninsula  of 
Michigan. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

No.  MC-124656  (Sub-No.  7),  filed 
July  15,  1974.  Applicant:  JOHN  LONG 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  1030  Denton  Street, 
Sapulpa,  Okla.  74066.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Wilburn  L.  Williamson,  280 
National  Foundation  Life  Bldg.,  3535 
Northwest  58th,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
73112.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
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Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Wheels 
and  muffler  guards,  from  the  plantsltes 
and  warehouse  facilities  of  Western 
Wheel  Company,  located  at  or  near 
Fresno  La  Palma,  and  San  Jose,  Calif., 
to  points  in  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and 
Texas,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Western  U.S.  Industries. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  San 
Francisco,  Calif,  or  Ohlabcmia  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC-124692  (Sub-No.  137),  filed 
June  24,  1974.  Applicant:  SAMMONS 
TRUCKING,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
1447,  Missoula,  Mont.  59801.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Gene  P.  Johnson,  425 
Gate  City  Building,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Metal 
doors,  door  frames  set  up  or  knocked 
down,  steel  sash  set  up  or  toocked  down, 
and  related  parts,  materials  and  supplies, 
from  the  plant  and  warehouse  facilities 
of  Curries  Manufacturing,  located  at 
Mason  City,  Iowa,  to  points  in  California, 
Washington,  Oregon,  Idaho,  Utah,  and 
Montana,  restricted  to  traflSc  originating 
at  the  above  described  facilities. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Paul,  Minn,  or  San 
Francisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  125023  (Sub-No.  26),  filed 
June  27,  1974.  Applicant;  SIGMA-4  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9117,  Erie,  Pa. 
16504.  Applicant’s  representative;  Paul  F. 
Sullivan,  711  Washington  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Malt  beverages,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  and  related  advertising  material 
moving  therewith,  from  Baltimore,  Md., 
to  points  in  Dlinois  (except  Chicago), 
Indiana  (except  South  Bend),  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Michigan  (except  Detroit) ,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Ohio  (ex¬ 
cept  Akron,  Canton,  Cleveland,  Mans¬ 
field,  Toledo,  and  Youngstown)  and 
Wisconsin  (except  Milwaukee) ;  and  (2) 
empty  used  malt  beverage  containers, 
from  the  destination  points  described  in 
( 1 )  above  to  Baltimore,  Md. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
DC. 

No.  MC-125708  (Sub-No.  138),  filed 
June  24,  1974.  Applicant:  ’THUNDER- 
BIRD  MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
Highway  32  East,  Crawfordsville,  Ind. 
47933.  Applicant’s  representative;  Don¬ 
ald  W.  Smith.  Suite  2465,  One  Indiana 
Square,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Steel  buildings, 
knocked  down,  components  and  parts 
and  iron  and  steel  articles,  from  the 
plant  and  warehouse  facilities  of  Varco 
Pruden  Division  of  AMCA  at  Evansville, 
Wis.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  m, 
or  Washington,  D.C. 


No.  MC-126881  (Sub-No.  13),  filed 
June  24,  1974.  Applicant:  RICHARD  B. 
RUDY,  INC.,  203  Linden  Avenue,  Fred¬ 
erick,  Md.  21701.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Charles  E.  Creager,  P.O."  Box  1417, 
Hagerstown,  Md.  21704.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Disposable  grounding  electrodes,  be¬ 
tween  Dickerson,  Md.  and  Dayton,  Ohio, 
under  continuing  contract  with  Neutron 
Products,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC-127366  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
June  28,  1974.  Applicant:  F.  PAUL 
PURDY,  Route  4,  Loudon,  Term.  37774. 
Applicant’s  representative;  LaVem 
Matens,  450  East  Illinois  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  m.  60611.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foodstuffs,  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration  (except 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  between  points  in 
DeKalb  County,  Ga.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Alabama, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  and  Tennessee, 
vmder  a  ccmtinuing  contract  with  Break¬ 
stone  Sugar  Creek  Poods,  Division  of 
Kraftco  Corporation. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  NashvUle, 
Tenn.,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  or  Birmingham,  Ala. 

No.  MC-127505  (Sub-No.  69),  filed 
July  8,  1974.  Applicant:  RALPH  H. 
BOELK,  doing  business  as  R.  H.  BOELK 
TRUCK  LINES,  Route  2,  Mendota,  HI. 
61342.  Applicant’s  representative;  Walter 
Kobos,  1016  Kehoe  Drive,  St.  Charles,  HI. 
60174.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Flat  glass 
and  glass  glazing  units  (except  those 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
special  equipment  or  special  handling), 
from  Truesdale,  Mo.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  west  of  Michigan, 
Ohio,  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  and  Ala¬ 
bama  and  in  and  east  of  North  Dakota 
and  South  Dakota,  Wyoming,  Utah,  and 
New  Mexico. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Philadelphia, 
Pa.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC-127804  (Sub-No.  5),  filed  July 
15, 1974.  Applicant:  WILLIAM  R.  WEIN- 
RICH,  doing  business  as  WEINRICH 
TRUCK  LINES,  Hinton,  Iowa  51024. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  900  Hubbell  Building,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Soybean  meal,  soybean  mill  run,  and 
soybean  hulls,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Farmland  Industries,  Inc.,  located  at  or 
near  Sergeant  Bluff,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Colorado,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
and  Wyoming. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo. 


No.  MC  127812  (Sub-No.  18),  filed 
Jime  25,  1974.  Applicant:  TYSON 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  185-5  Avenue,  SW., 
New  Brighton,  Minn.  55112.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Anthony  C.  Vance,  Suite 
501,  1111  E.  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20004.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by-products, 
dairy  products  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A,  B,  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  Miimeapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  Minnesota,  North  Dakota,  and 
South  Dakota. 

Note. — It  is  applicant’s  position  that  It 
holds  the  authority  requested  herein  in  MC 
127812  (Sub-No.  6),  applicant  has  therefore 
concurrently  filed  a  notice  to  dismiss  the  In¬ 
stant  application.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Minneapolis.  Minn,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC-128235  (Sub-No.  13) ,  filed  July 
5,  1974.  Applicant:  AL  JOHNSON 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  1516  Marshall  Ave¬ 
nue,  NE.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55413.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Earl  Hacking, 
503  11th  Avenue  South,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.  55415.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Malt 
beverages,  in  containers,  (1)  from  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis.,  to  Moose  Lake,  Minn.;  (2) 
from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  Miimeapolls, 
Minn.;  and  (3)  from  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  to 
the  Minneapolis/St.  Paul,  Minn. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Min¬ 
neapolis  or  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC-128270  (Sub-No.  8) ,  filed  July 
5,  1974.  AppUcant:  REDIEHS  INTER¬ 
STATE,  INC.,  7869  MUton  Road,  Gary, 
Ind.  Applicant’s  representative:  Richard 
A.  Kerwin,  127  North  Dearborn  Street, 
Chicago,  HI.  60602.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Iron  and  steel  articles,  between  the 
plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  util¬ 
ized  by  Roll  Coaters,  Inc.  at  or  near 
Kingsbury,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois,  Iowa, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  lU. 

No.  MC  128279  (Sub-No.  25),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  ARROW 

FREIGHTWAYS,  INC.,  150  Woodward 
Road,  SE.,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.  87102. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Edwin  E. 
Piper,  Jr.,  1115  Simms  Building,  Albu¬ 
querque,  N.  Mex.  87101.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Brick  and  tile,  requiring  special 
unloading  equlpmoit,  from  Denver  and 
Pueblo,  Colo.,  to  points  in  New  Mexico 
and  Arizona. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Albu¬ 
querque,  N.  Mex. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  159 — THURSDAY,  AUGUST  15,  1974 


No.  MC-128944  (Sub-No.  14),  filed 
July  5,  1974.  Applicant:  RELIABLE 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  3500  Montgomery 
Highway,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35209.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  James  Clarence 
Evans,  1800  Third  National  Bank  Build¬ 
ing,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  ,  serving  points  in  Holiday  Indus¬ 
trial  Park  at  or  near  Olive  Branch,  Miss, 
as  off-route  points  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  authorized  regular  route  opera¬ 
tions. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  beld  at  Memphis, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC-129032  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
July  15,  1974.  AppUcant:  TOM  INMAN 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  6015  South  49th  West 
Avenue,  P.O.  Box  7608,  Tulsa,  Okla. 
74107.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
burn  L.  Williamson,  280  National  Poim- 
dation  Life  Bldg.,  3535  Northwest  58th, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Flat  glass,  from  ’Tulsa, 
Okla.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Arkansas, 
California,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Ore¬ 
gon,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
Utah,  Washington,  Wisconsin,  and 
Wyoming. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  beld  at  either  Tulsa 
or  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC-129522  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  July 
15,  1974.  Applicant:  QUAUTY  CAR¬ 
RIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  186,  Pleasant 
Prairie,  Wls.  53158.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  David  A.  Petersen  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Wheat  flour,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Tennes¬ 
see,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC-129529  (Sub-No.  7),  filed  June 
25,  1974.  Applicant:  ’THRUWAY  MES¬ 
SENGER  SERVICE,  INC.,  (1)  New  York, 
Bobby  Road,  West  Nyack,  N.Y.  10994. 
Applicant’s  representative :  George  A. 
Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue,  Jersey  City, 
N.J.  07306.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment,  in  specialized  delivery  serv¬ 
ice)  ,  between  points  in  Rockland,  Orange, 
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Dutchess,  Putnam,  Ulster,  Westchester, 
Sullivan  Counties,  N.Y.;  Bergen  County, 
N. J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  New  Jersey,  New  York,  N.Y., 
Nassau  and  Suffolk  (3oimties,  N.Y.,  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
packages  or  articles  weighing  in  the  ag¬ 
gregate  more  than  500  poimds  from  one 
consignor  at  any  one  location  to  one 
consignee  at  any  one  location  on  any  one 
day. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Orange¬ 
burg,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  129617  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  July 
15, 1974.  Applicant:  L.  R.  MILLER,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  992,  Mt.  Vernon,  HL  62864. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Ernest  A. 
Brooks,  1301  Ambassador  Building,  St. 
Louis,  Mo.  63101.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Rough  hardwood  lumber,  (1)  from 
the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Big 
3  Lumber  Corporation,  located  at  or  near 
Loogootee  (Martin  County),  Ind.,  to 
points  in  the  Chicago,  Ill.  Commercial 
Zone,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Big  3  Hardwood  Lumber 
Corp.;  and  (2),  from  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  of  Sugar  Creek  Lumber 
Corp.,  located  at  or  near  Marshall  (Parke 
Coimty) ,  Ind.,  to  points  in  the  Chicago, 
Ill.  Commercial  Zone,  xmder  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  Sugar  Creek 
Lumber  Corp. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  reqviests  It  be  held  at  Chicago, 
HI.  or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  133233  (Sub-No.  32) ,  filed  June 
27,  1974.  AppUcant:  CLARENCE  L. 
WERNER,  doing  business  as  WERNER 
ENTERPRISES,  805  32nd  Avenue,  P.O. 
Box  831,  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa  51501.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  D.  L.  EhrUch 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Lumber,  lumber  products, 
and  building  materials,  from  points  in 
CaUfomla,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana, 
New  Mexico,  Oregon,  South  Dakota,  and 
Washington,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Kansas,  Colorado,  Louisiana,  Nebraska, 
Oklahoma,  Tennessee,  and  Texas,  under 
a  continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Slaughter  Brothers,  Inc.,  its  divisions  and 
subsidiaries. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  In  MC-138328  (Sub-No.  2),  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC-133478  (Sub-No.  13) ,  filed  July 
15,  1974.  Applicant:  HEARIN  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  8565  Southwest 
Beaverton-HUlsdale  Highway,  Portland, 
Oregon  97225.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Nick  I.  Goyak,  404  Oregon  National 
Building,  610  Southwest  Alder,  Portland, 
Oregon  97205.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Lumber,  plywood,  particleboard  and  wood 
beams,  from  the  plantsite  of  Hearln 
Forest  Industries,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Vancouver,  Wash.,  to  Boise,  Idaho,  under 


29473 

a  continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Hearln  Forest  mdustrles,  Inc. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Portland, 
Oreg.  or  Seattle,. Wash. 

No.  MC  133941  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  NORTHERN 
INDUSTRIAL  CARRIERS,  LTD.,  a  Cor¬ 
poration,  Box  13  K,  RR.  No.  2,  Edmon¬ 
ton,  Alberta,  Canada.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Leslie  R.  Kehl,  Suite  1600, 
Lincoln  Center  Building,  1660  Lincoln 
Street,  Denver,  Colo.  80203.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (l)(a)  Machinery,  equip¬ 
ment.  materials,  and  supplies,  used  In  or 
In  connection  with,  the  discovery,  devel¬ 
opment,  production,  refining,  manufac¬ 
ture,  processing,  storage,  transmission, 
and  distribution  of  natural  gas  and  pe¬ 
troleum,  and  their  products  and  by¬ 
products,  and  machinery,  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  or  in 
connection  with,  the  construction,  oper¬ 
ation,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance,  and 
dismantling  of  pipe  lines.  Including  the 
stringing  and  picklng-up  thereof;  (b) 
such  commodities  as  are  manufactured, 
or  distributed  by  steel  mills  and  metal 
fabricators;  and  (c)  equipment,  mate¬ 
rials,  and  supplies  used  In  (b)  above  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk.  In  tank  vehi¬ 
cles),  between  points  on  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  line  between  Canada 
and  the  United  States  located  in  Alaska, 
Idaho,  Minnesota,  Montana,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  and  Washington,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Alaska,  Ari¬ 
zona,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Minnesota,  Montana,  Nebraska, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota, 
Oklahoma.  Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Texas, 
Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyoming;  (2)  ore 
and  concentrates,  from  points  on  the  In¬ 
ternational  Boundary  line  between  Can¬ 
ada  and  the  United  States  located  in 
Idaho,  Montana,  and  Washington,  to 
points  in  Idaho,  Montana,  and  Washing¬ 
ton;  (3)  Such  commodities  as  are  manu¬ 
factured  or  distributed  by  manufacturers 
of  clay  products,  from  points  on  the 
International  Boundary  line  between 
Canada  and  the  United  States  located  in 
Minnesota,  Montana,  and  North  Dakota, 
to  points  in  Minnesota,  Montana,  North 
Dakota,  and  South  Dakota;  and  (4)  lum¬ 
ber.  lumber  products  and  forest  prod¬ 
ucts,  between  points  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  Canada  and  the 
United  States  located  in  Idaho,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Montana,  North  Dakota,  and  Wash¬ 
ington,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other,  points  In  Idaho,  Kansas,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Montana,  Nebraska,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Washing¬ 
ton,  and  Wyoming.  (1)  through  (4> 
above.  Inclusive,  are  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  moving  in  for¬ 
eign  commerce. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver.  Colo. 

No.  MC  134145  (Sub-No.  50).  filed 
July  8.  1974.  AppUcant:  NOR’TH  STAR 
’TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Rt.  1  Highway  1  and 
59  West,  Thief  River  Falls,  Minn.  56701. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  P. 
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Back  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Agricultural 
implements  and  parts  thereof ,  from  the 
plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Arctic  Enterprises,  Inc.  at  Omaha,  Nebr., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) ;  and  (2)  parts,  ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  agricultural  implements  and 
parts  thereof,  from  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  to 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Arctic  Enter¬ 
prises,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn,  or  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 

No.  MC  134404  (Sub-No.  19),  filed 
June  24,  1974.  Applicant:  AMERICAN 
TRANS-FREIGHT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  499, 
South  Bould  Brook,  N.J.  08880.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Bert  Collins,  Suite 
6193  5  World  Trade  Center,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10048.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Steel  bath  tvtis,  lavatories,  sinks,  and 
plumbers’  fittings  and  supplies,  packaged 
and  unpackaged,  from  Salem,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  in  and  east 
of  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas: 

(2)  plastic  plumbing  fixtures,  including 
but  not  liinited  to  plastic  bath  tubs, 
shower  stalls,  packaged  and  unpackaged, 
and  materials,  equipment,  supplies  and 
accessories,  from  Richmond,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  Maine,  Vermont,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  Con¬ 
necticut,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Delaware,  Maryland,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia:  and  (3)  materials, 
supplies,  and  equipment,  used  or  useful 
in  connection  ^dth  the  manufacture,  dis¬ 
tribution  or  sale  of  the  aforementioned 
commodities  from  the  destination  areas 
as  described  above,  to  the  origin  points 
as  Indicated  in  (1)  above,  under  contract 
with  American  Standard,  Inc.,  restricted 
to  a  transportation  service  to  be  per¬ 
formed  mider  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  American  Standard,  Inc. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC-134617  (Sub-No.  3).  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  TRUfTK 

TRAILER  LEASING  COMPANY,  a  Cor¬ 
poration,  248  Ohio  River  Boulevard,  Se- 
wlckley.  Pa.  15143.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Arthur  J.  Diskin,  806  Prick  Build¬ 
ing,  Pittsburgh,  Pa,  15219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Plastic  articles,  from  the 
plantsite  of  Cities  Service  Co.,  Pesco  Op¬ 
erations,  at  McKees  Rocks,  Pa.,  to  points 
in  Maine,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire, 
Ohio.  Indiana,  Michigan,  Wisronsln, 
Maryland,  D^ware,  West  Virginia,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  Vii^lnia,  Kentucky, 
Tennessee,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Geor^,  Alabama,  and  Florida,  un¬ 
der  continuing  contract  with  Cities  Serv¬ 
ice  Co..  Fesco  Operations. 


Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  or  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  134691  (Sub-No.  1).  filed 
July  15.  1974.  AppUcant:  M.  B.  J. 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1112, 
Hlghtstown,  NJ.  08520.  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Edward  F.  Bowes,  744 
Broad  Street,  Newark,  NJ.  07102.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Insulating  mate¬ 
rials  (except  in  bulk) ,  between  the  stor¬ 
age  facilities  of  Certain-Teed  Products 
Corp.,  in  Edison  Township,  NJ.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
New  York  (except  New  York.  N.Y.,  and 
points  in  Nassau,  Suffolk,  Westchester, 
Putnam,  Rockland,  and  Orange  Coun¬ 
ties)  ;  points  in  Connecticut  (except 
Fairfield  County) ;  and  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  imder  contract  with  Certain- 
Teed  Products  Corp. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.Y.,  or  rhUadelji^ia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  134769  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  AppUcant:  WILLIAM  J. 
BURTON,  Eiast  Victory  Way,  Newberry, 
Mich.  49868.  Applicant’s  representative; 
William  B.  Elmer,  21635  East  Nine  Mile 
Road,  St.  Clair  Shores,  Mich.  48080. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Lumber,  from 
points  in  Alger  County,  Mich.,  to  points 
in  Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  and  Ohio. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Escanaba  or 
Lansing,  Mich.,  or  MUwaukee,  Wls. 

No.  MC-134919  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
July  5, 1974.  AppUcant:  A  &  D  RENTALS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  52,  North  Brunswick,  N.J. 
08902  AppUcant's  representative;  Max¬ 
well  A.  HoweU,  1511  K  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Malt  beverages  and  related  advertis¬ 
ing  materials  and  supplies,  and  malt  bev¬ 
erage  dispensing  equipment,  between 
New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Newark  and 
Hoboken,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  In  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland.  New  Jersey,  New  Ytwk, 
and  Pennsylva^a,  imder  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  Van  Munch¬ 
ing  St  Co.,  Inc. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Newaik,  M  J. 

No.  MC-134922  (Sub-No.  87)  (correc¬ 
tion),  filed  June  14,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  July  25, 
1974,  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
Issue.  AppUcant:  B.  J.  McADAMS,  INC., 
Route  6,  Box  15,  North  Little  Rock,  Ark. 
72118.  AppUcant’s  representative*.  L.  C. 
Cypert  (stune  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
!  routes,  transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from 
Tupelo,  Miss.,  to  points  In  Aiixona,  New 
■  Mexico,  California,  Oregon,  Wa^ngton, 
Idaho  and  Utah. 


Kote.— Tha  pxirpose  of  this  repnbllcatlon 
Is  to  give  the  correct  number  of  this  applica¬ 
tion  as  MC-134922  (Sub-No.  87)  tn  lieu  of 
MC-134992  (Sub-No.  87)  as  previously  pub¬ 
lished.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
pUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Memphis, 
Tenn..  or  Little  Bodr,  Ark. 

No.  MC-134922  (Sub-No.  92).  filed 
June  24,  1974.  Applicant:  B.  J.  Mc¬ 
ADAMS,  ENC.,  Route  6,  Box  15,  North 
Little  Rock,  Ark.  72118.  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  L.  C.  Cypert  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
WasTiers,  plain,  from  the  plantsite  of 
GottschaU  Tool  and  Die  Company,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Salem,  Ohio,  to  points 
In  Arkansas,  Texas,  Arizona,  California, 
Utah,  Washington,  Oklahoma,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Nevada,  and  Colorado. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Pittsburgh, 

Pa.,  or  Little  Rock,  Ark. 

No.  MC  134922  (Sub-No.  93),  filed  July 
12,  1974.  AppUcant;  B.  J.  McADAMS, 
INC.,  Route  6,  Box  15,  North  Little  Rock, 
Ai-k.  72118.  AppUcant’s  representative; 
Don  Garrison  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
goods,  from  ElUott,  N.C.,  to  points  in 
Connecticut.  Florida,  Delaware,  Georgia, 
Kentucky.  Maine,  Massachusetts,  Mary¬ 
land.  Michigan,  New  Hampshire,  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Tennessee, 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  lt‘  be  held  at  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  or  Little  Rock,  Ark. 

No.  MC-135018  (Sub-No.  5) ,  filed  June 
28,  1974.  Applicant:  SEAHORSE 

TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3709, 
Brownsville,  Tex.  78520.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  David  R.  Barter,  P.O.  Box 
82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr,  68501.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  (1)  Electrical,  electro-me¬ 
chanical  and  electronic  components, 
from  BrownsviUe,  Tex.,  to  pointo  in  the 
United  States  (except  Aladca  and  Ha¬ 
waii);  and  (2)  materials,  supplies  and 
equipment  utilized  in  the  manufacture, 
production  and  distribution  of  the  com¬ 
modities  in  (1)  above  from  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha- 
waU),  to  Brownsville,  Tex.,  under  con¬ 
tract  with  I.T.T.  Thompson  Industries, 
Inc.,  restricted  (1)  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vrtilcles;  (2)  to  traffic  either  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  plantsltes  and  fa- 
clUties  of  I.T.T.  TlKHnpson  Industries, 
Inc.,  and  (3)  to  all  transportation  under 
a  continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
LT.T.  Thompson  Industries,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  heaxlng  to  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requesta  It  b®  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC-135070  (Sub-No.  &).  filed  July 
1, 1974.  AppUcant:  JAT  LINES,  INC.,  720 
North  Omad  ENnci,  PX>.  Box  1644  Azna- 
riUo,  Tex.  79106.  AppUcant’*  represenUb- 
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tive:  Gailyn  Larsen,  P.O.  Box  80806,  Lin> 
coin,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  utilized  by  American 
Beef  Packers,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Cactus 
(Moore  County),  Tex.,  to  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Maryland,  Delaware,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Connecticut, 
Rhode  Island,  Massachusetts,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Ohio,  Kentucky,  West  Virginia, 
Michigan,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
restricted  to  trafiOc  originating  at,  and 
destined  to,  the  named  points. 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  If 
a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  or 
Amarillo,  Tex, 

No.  MC  135082  (Sub-No.  10),  filed 
Jime  21  ,  1974.  Applicant:  BURSC7H 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  doing  business  as 
ROADRUNNER  TRUCKING,  INC.,  415 
Rankin  Road  NE.,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex. 
87107.  Applicant’s  representative:  Edwin 
E.  Piper,  Jr.,  1115  Simms  Building,  Al¬ 
buquerque,  N.  Mex.  87101.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Brick  and  tile,  requiring 
special  unloading  equipment,  from  Den¬ 
ver,  Pueblo  and  Trinidad,  Colo.,  to  points 
in  New  Mexico  and  Arizona. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  autlior- 
Ity  In  MC-1 15524  Subs  2  and  14,  therefore 
dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  Common 
control  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be 
held  at  Denvwr  ot  Pueblo,  Colo. 

No.  MC  135082  (Sub-No.  11),  filed 
July  1,  1974.  AppUcant:  BURSCH 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  doing  business 
as  ROADRUNNER  TRUCKING,  INC., 
415  Rankin  Road  NE.,  Albuquerque, 
N.  Mex.  87107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edwin  E.  Piper,  Jr.,  1115 
Sandia  Savings  Building,  Albuquerque, 
N.  Mex.  87107.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Agricultural  machinery,  implements, 
equipment,  and  attachments,  parts,  and 
accessories  for  same,  from  Tonkawa, 
Okla.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  California, 
Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  New 
Mexico,  Oregon,  Texas,  Utah,  Washing¬ 
ton,  and  Wyoming.  ' 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  115524  Subs  2  and  14,  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  Com¬ 
mon  control  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  la 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be 
held  at  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.,  or  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla. 

No.  MC-135616  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
June  20, 1974.  AppUcant:  PERRYSBURG 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  24982  Thompson 
Road,  Perrysburg,  Ohio  43551.  Aih>U- 
cant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen Helsley, 


805  McLachlen  Bank  Budding,  666  11th 
Street  NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Glass,  between 
the  facilities  of  Paulding  Glass  Products, 
Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Paulding,  Ohio, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  HawaU),  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  or  contracts  with  Paulding 
Glass  Industries,  Inc.,  of  Paulding,  Ohio. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necesecur, 
the  appllcamt  requests  It  be  held  at  Toledo, 
(^hlo,  or  Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  135678  (Sub-Na  3),  filed 
May  7,  1974.  Apidlcant:  MIDWESTERN 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  20  Southwest 
10th  Street,  P.O.  Box  25802,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  73125.  AppUcant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Rufs  H.  Lawson,  106  Blxler  Budd¬ 
ing,  2400  Northwest  23d  Street,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.  73107.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regidar  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  values,  Cdasses  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  hous^old  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bidk  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  (A) 
Between  Amardlo,  Tex.,  and  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  in  Oklahoma  (except  Bethany, 
Yukon,  and  El  Reno,  Okla.) ,  and  serving 
the  off -route  point  of  Hydro,  Okla.:  Prom 
Amardlo,  Tex.,  over  U.S.  Highway  66 
(Interstate  Highway  40)  to  Okladioma 
City,  Okla.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (B)  Between  Sayre,  Okla.,  and 
Cdlnton,  Okla.,  serving  ad  Intermediate 
points  and  the  off -route  points  of  Staf¬ 
ford,  Hammon,  and Herrii^,  Okla.:  Prom 
Sayre,  Okla.,  over  U.S.  Highway  283  to 
junction  Oklahoma  Highway  33,  thence 
over  Oklahoma  Highway  33  to  junction 
Oklahoma  Highway  34,  thence  over  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  34  to  junction  Oklahoma 
Highway  73,  thence  over  Oklahoma  High¬ 
way  73  to  Clinton,  Okla.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

(C)  Between  Amarido,  Tex.,  and  CUn- 
ton,  Okla.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  between  junction  Oklahoma  High¬ 
way  34  and  33  and  Clinton,  Okla. :  Prom 
Amardlo,  Tex.,  over  U.S.  Highway  66 
(Interstate  Highway  40)  to  jtmction 
Oklahoma  Highway  34,  thence  over 
Oklahoma  Highway  34  to  junction  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  33,  thence  over  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  33  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  183,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  183 
to  Clinton,  Okla.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (D)  Between  Amardlo,  Tex., 
and  Weatherford,  Okla.,  serving  ad  in¬ 
termediate  points  between  Erick  and 
Weatherford,  Okla.,  and  serving  the  off- 
route  points  of  Dempsey,  Reydon,  and 
Durham,  Okla.:  Prom  Amardlo.  Tex., 
over  U.S.  Highway  66  (Interstate  High¬ 
way  40)  to  Erick,  Okla.,  thence  over 
Oklahoma  Highway  30  to  jimction  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  33,  thence  over  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  33  to  jimction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  283,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  283 
to  Shattuck,  Okla.,  thence  over  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  15  to  Gage,  Okla.,  thence 


over  Oklahoma  Highway  46  to  Arnett, 
Okla.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  60  to 
Selling,  Okla.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  60  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  183, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  183  to  junc¬ 
tion  Oklahoma  Highway  33,  thence  over 
Oklahoma  Highway  33  to  junction  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  54,  thence  over  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  54  to  Weatherford,  Okla., 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (E)  Be¬ 
tween  Amardlo,  Tex.,  and  Clinton,  Okla., 
serving  ad  intermediate  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa:  Prom  Amarido,  Tex.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  66  (Interstate  Highway  40)  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  283,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  283  to  junction  Oklahoma 
Highway  47,  tiience  over  Oklahoma 
Highway  47  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
183,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  183  to 
Clinton,  Okla.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

(P)  Between  Amarido,  Tex.,  and  Vicl, 
Okla.,  serving  ad  intermediate  points  be¬ 
tween  Elk  City  and  Vicl,  Okla.,  serving 
the  off-route  point  of  Trad,  Okla.:  Prom 
Amarillo,  Tex.,  over  U.S.  Highway  66 
(Interstate  Highway  40)  to  Elk  Cfity, 
Okla.,  thence  over  Oklahoma  Highway  34 
to  Vicl,  Okla.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (G)  Between  Amarido,  Tex.  and 
junction  U.S.  Highway  283  and  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  33,  approximately  1  mile 
north  of  Roll,  Okla.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points  between  junction  U.S. 
Highway  283  and  Oklahoma  Highway  33 
and  Elk  CTity,  Okla.:  Prom  Amarido,  Tex., 
over  U.S.  Highway  66  (Interstate  High¬ 
way  40)  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  283, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  283  to  junc¬ 
tion  Oklahoma  Highway  6,  thence  over 
Oklahoma  Highway  6  to  Elk  City,  Okla., 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (H)  Be¬ 
tween  Amarido,  Tex.,  and  the  junction 
of  U.S.  Highway  66  (Interstate  Highway 
40)  and  Oklahoma  State  Highway  54, 
serving  ad  intermediate  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  the  off-route  points  of  Com 
and  Colony,  Okla.:  Prom  Amardlo,  Tex. 
over  U.S.  Ilighway  66  (Interstate  High¬ 
way  40)  to  junction  Oklahoma  Highway 
152,  thence  over  Oklahoma  Highway  152 
to  junction  Oklahoma  Highway  54, 
thence  over  Oklahoma  Highway  54  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  66  (Interstate 
Highway  40) ,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (I)  Between  Amarillo,  Tex.  and 
Clinton,  Okla.,  serving  ad  Intermediate 
points  between  Corded,  Okla.,  and  Sayre, 
Okla.,  including  Cordell,  Okla.;  Prom 
Amarido,  Tex.,  over  U.S.  Highway  66 
(Interstate  Highway  40)  to  its  junction 
with  Oklahoma  Highway  152,  thence  over 
Oklahoma  Highway  152  to  junction  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  34,  thence  over  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  34  to  junction  Oklahoma 
Highway  55,  thence  over  Oklahoma 
Highway  55  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  183 
to  Clinton,  Okla.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

(J)  Between  Amarillo  Tex.,  and  But¬ 
ler,  Okla.,  serving  ad  intermediate  points 
between  Sentinel,  Okla.,  and  Butler, 
Okla.,  and  the  off-route  point  of  Bums 
Plat  (dinton-Sherman  (APB)):  PYom 
Amarillo,  Tex.,  over  U.S.  Highway  66  (In¬ 
terstate  Highway  40)  to  Clinton,  Okla., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  183  to  Rocky, 
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Okla.,  thence  over  Oklahoma  Highway 
55  to  Sentinel,  Okla.,  thence  over  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  44  to  Butler,  Okla.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (K)  Between 
Elk  City,  Okla.,  and  Retrop,  Okla.,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points:  Prom  Elk 
City,  Okla.,  over  Oklahoma  Highway  6 
to  Retrop,  Okla.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (L)  Between  Clinton,  Okla., 
and  Thomas,  Okla.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points  and  the  off-route  point 
of  Anthony,  Okla.:  From  Clinton,  Okla., 
over  U.S.  Highway  183  to  Junction  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  33,  thence  over  Oklahoma 
Highway  33  to  Thomas,  Okla.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route;  (M)  Between 
Erick,  Okla.,  and  Sweetwater,  Okla., 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  Prom 
Erick,  Okla.,  over  Oklahoma  Highway 
30  to  junction  Oklahoma  Highwaly  6, 
thence  over  Oklahoma  Highway  6  to 
junction  Oklahoma  Highway  152,  thence 
over  Oklahoma  Highway  152  to  Sayre, 
Okla.,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
(N)  Between  Elk  City,  Okla.,  and  Sweet¬ 
water,  Okla.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points:  Prom  Elk  City,  Okla.,  over  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  6  to  Sweetwater,  Okla., 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

Note. — a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  to  be  held  at  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.,  for  five  days  and  Amarillo, 
Tex.,  for  five  days. 

No.  MC-135865  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
July  15,  1974.  Applicant;  APPLEGATE 
DRAYAGE  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
325  North  Fifth  Street,  Sacramento, 
Calif.  95812.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Michael  J.  St^her,  140  Montgomery 
Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94104.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties.  Between  Sacramento,  Calif.,  and 
Reno,  Nev.:  Prom  Sacramento,  Calif., 
over  Interstate  Highway  80  to  Reno,  Nev., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
no  intermediate  points,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  regular  route 
operations. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  San 
Francisco  or  Sacramento,  Calif. 

No.  MC-136221  (Sub-No.  25),  filed 
June  28,  1974.  Applicant;  MERCHANTS 
HOME  DELIVERY  SERVICE,  INC.,  210 
St.  Mary’s  Dr.,  Suite  G,  P.O.  Box  5067, 
Oxnard,  Calif.  93030.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joseph  E.  Rebman,  1230  Boat¬ 
men’s  Bank  Bldg.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63102. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  New  Furniture,  new 
home  furnishings,  appliances,  and  recre¬ 
ational  equipment,  from  the  warehouse 
and  shipping  facilities  of  The  May  De¬ 
partment  Stores  Company  in  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  to  those  points  in  Illinois  located  on 
and  within  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mis- 
souri-Illinois  State  Boundary  line  and 
extending  east  over  Illinois  Highway  96 
to  its  intersection  with  Illinois  Highway 
100,  thence  south  over  Illinois  Highway 
100  to  its  intersection  with  Illinois  High¬ 
way  16,  thence  east  over  Illinois  High¬ 


way  16  to  its  Intersection  with  Illinois 
Highway  127,  thence  south  over  Illinois 
Highway  127  to  its  intersection  with  Bli* 
nois  Highway  149,  thence  west  over  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  149  to  its  Intersection  with 
Illinois  Highway  3,  thence  west  and 
north  over  Illinois  Highway  3  to  the  Bll- 
nols-Missoiud  State  Boimdary  line  at 
Chester,  ni.,  and  returned  or  rejected 
shipments  of  the  above  described  com¬ 
modities  from  the  above  named  destina¬ 
tion  territory,  to  the  above  specified 
origin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC-136285  (Sub-No.  8),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  18,  1974.  Aw)Ucant:  SOUTHERN 
INTERMODAL  LOGISnCS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  9165,  Savannah,  Ga.  31402.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  P.  Jack- 
son,  Jr.,  919  18th  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Clay,  in  containers,  (1)  from  points  in 
Gadsden  County,  Fla.,  to  Savannah,  Ga., 
and  (2)  empty  containers,  from  Savan¬ 
nah,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Gadsden  County, 
Fla.,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  having  an  Immediately  sub¬ 
sequent  mov^ent  by  water. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Savannah, 
Ga. 

No.  MC 136343  (Sub-No.  31) .  filed  June 
23,  1974.  AppUcant;  MILTON  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  355,  Mil- 
ton,  Pa.  17847.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  George  A.  Ol^n,  69  Tonnele  Ave., 
Jersey  Cdty,  N.J.  07306.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Woodpulp,  from  the  plantslte  of 
Penntech  Papers,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Johnsonburg,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kentucky,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  Missouri,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Rhode  Island,  Tennessee,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  authority  in 
MC  96098  and  subs  thereunder,  therefore 
dual  operations  may  be  involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  or  Washington 
DC. 

No.  MC-136433  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  June 
28,  1974.  Applicant:  F  QUARTER  CIR¬ 
CLE  RANCH,  INC.,  doing  business  as 
PONY  EXPRESS,  Route  3,  Billings, 
Mont.  59101.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joe  Gerbase,  100  Transwestem  Building, 
Billings,  Mont.  59101.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Race  horses:  stable  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  their  care  and  exhibi¬ 
tion;  mascots:  personal  effects  of  their 
attendants,  trainers,  and  exhibitors; 
and  livestock  tack  and  show  equipment, 
(1)  between  points  in  Arhxina,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  and  Wyoming, 


and  (2)  between  points  In  Arizona,  Colo¬ 
rado.  Oklahoma,  Texas,  and  Wyoming, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  In  Nebraska,  Iowa,  Minnesota, 
Wisconsin,  Indiana,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
New  Jersey,  and  New  York. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Phoenix, 
Ariz.,  or  Billings,  Mont. 

No.  MC-136464  (Sub-No.  6) ,  filed  June 
28,  1974.  Applicant:  CAROLINA  WEST¬ 
ERN  EXPRESS,  me.,  650  Eastwood 
Drive,  P.O.  Box  3961,  Gastonia,  N.C. 
28050.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
R.  Sims,  Jr.,  Suite  600,  1707  H  St.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Zippers,  finished  and  semi¬ 
finished.  setving  thread  on  spools,  cotton 
and  nylon,  binding,  braid,  lace,  tape, 
webbing,  and  ribbon.  (1)  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Talon  Division  of  Textron,  In 
Mecklenberg  County,  N.C.,  to  Port  Hue- 
mene,  Calif.,  and  the  warehouse  facility 
of  Talon  Division  of  Textron,  located  at 
or  near  Los  Angeles,  Calif.;  and  (2)  re¬ 
turn  shipments  of  the  above  commodi¬ 
ties  and  pallets,  from  the  warehouse  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Talon  Division  of  Textron,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  and 
at  Port  Huemene,  Calif.,  to  the  facilities 
of  Talon,  In  Mecklenberg  County,  N.C., 
and  at  Stanley,  N.C. 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary.  fq>pllcant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Charlotte,  N.C.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  136669  (Sub-No.  2).  filed 
July  5,  1974.  Applicant:  PRCXJESSED 
BEEP  EXPRESS,  mc.,  P.O.  Box  515, 
Dakota  City,  Nebr.  68731.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  F.  Roeser  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Meats,  meat  products  and  meat 
by-products  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  (a)  fr<Hn 
the  plant  site  and/or  storage  facilities 
utilized  by  Iowa  Beef  Processors,  Inc., 
located  at  or  near  Amarillo,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  Alas¬ 
ka  and  Hawaii) ;  and  (b)  from  points  in 
Arkansas,  Arizona,  California,  Colorado, 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma, 
and  South  Dakota,  to  the  plant  site  and 
storage  facilities  utilized  by  Iowa  Beef 
Processors,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Ama¬ 
rillo.  Tex.;  and  (2)  Materials,  supplies 
and  equipment  used  in  the  conduct  of 
business  by  meat  packinghouses  and  hide 
companies,  from  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  to 
the  plant  site  and  storage  facilities  uti¬ 
lized  by  Iowa  Beef  Processors,  Inc.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Amarillo,  Tex.;  (1)  and 
(2)  above,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Iowa  Beef  Processors, 
Inc.,  and  its  subsidiaries. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Ama¬ 
rillo,  Tex.,  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  or  Omaha,  Nebr. 
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No.  MC-138438  (Sub-No.  8),  ffled 
July  8,  1974,  AppUcant:  D.  M.  BOW¬ 
MAN,  INC,  15  East  Oak  Ridge  Ave, 
Route  3,  Box  26,  Hagerstown,  Md.  21740, 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  E. 
Creager,  133  Overhill  Drive,  P.O.  Box 
1417,  Hagerstown,  Md.  21740.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Gabions,  on  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  rotation  artic¬ 
ulating  boom  unloaders,  from  Williams¬ 
port,  Md.,  to  points  in  Wisconsin,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Missouii,  Arkansas,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  Michigan,  Indiana.  Alabama, 
Tennessee,  Kentucky,  Ohio,  New  York, 
Peimsylvanla,  West  Virginia,  Virginia, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Geor¬ 
gia,  Florida,  Maryland,  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  Delaware,  New  Jersey,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island, 
Maine,  Vermont,  and  New  Hampshire. 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 

11  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  138635  (Sub-No.  13),  filed 
July  15,  1974,  Applicant;  CAROLINA 
WESTERN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  650  East- 
wood  Drive,  P.O.  Box  3961,  Gastonia, 
N.C.  28052.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Eric  Meierhoefer,  Sufte  600,  1707  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  commodities 
in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles,  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  and  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  de^ed  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion)  ,  from  Charlotte,  N.C.,  to  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  restricted  to  traffic  tendered  by 
Freight  Forwarders. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  136464  (Sub-No.  2),  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  Involv^.  If  a 
hearing  ,1s  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  (1)  Charlotte,  N.C.,  or 
(2)  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC-139001  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
June  24,  1974.  Applicant:  PIETTE 

’TRANSPORT,  INC.,  11650  MetropoUtan 
Blvd.,  Montreal  HIB  1A5,  Province  of 
Quebec,  Canada.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Adrien  R.  Paquette,  200  St. 
James  St.  West,  Montreal  H2Y  IMl, 
Province  of  Quebec,  Canada.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Petroleum  products,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  ports  of 
entry  on  the  International  Boundary 
Line  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada  located  at  or  near  Derby  Line 
and  Highgate  Springs,  Vt.,  and  Cham¬ 
plain  and  Rouses  Point,  N.Y.,  to  points 
in  New  Hampshire,  New  York,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  and  Vermont,  restricted  to 
traffic  having  an  immediate  prior  move¬ 
ment  in  foreign  commerce,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Piette  Oil  Company,  Ltd. 

Note. — II  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Montpelier,  Vt.,  or  Albany,  N.T.  ' 


No.  MC  139193  (Sub-No.  15),  filed 
July  8,  1974.  Applicant:  ROBERTS  AND 
OAKE,  INC.,  208  South  LaSfille  Street, 
Chicago,  HI.  60604.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Jacob  P.  Billig,  1126  16th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Meats,  meat  products  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  as  defined  by  the  Commission 
In  Sections  A,  B,  and  C  of  Ap>pendix  I 
to  the  report  In  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C,  209  and 
766  (except  hides  and  liquid  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  the  plantsite 
and  storage  facilities  of  John  Morrell 
and  Co.  located  at  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak., 
to  points  in  Illinois  and  Wisconsin;  and 
(2)  such  commodities  as  are  used  by 
meat  packers  in  the  conduct  of  their 
business,  from  points  in  Illinois  and 
Wisconsin  to  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  of  John  Morrell  and  Co.  lo¬ 
cated  at  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  under  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  with  John  Morrell  and 
Co. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 

ni. 

No.  MC  139286  (Sub-No.  1).,  filed 
Jime  20,  1974.  Applicant:  DON 

McINTYRE,  doing  business  as 
MCINTYRE  TRUCKING,  935  Starlite 
Place,  Grants  Pass,  Oreg.  97526.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  V. 
Smart,  Jr.,  419  NW.  23rd  Avenue, 
Portland,  Oreg.  97210.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Lumber  and  lumber  mill 
products,  from  the  plantsite  of  Sun 
Studs,  Inc.,  near  Roseburg,  Oreg.,  to 
points  in  California,  Nevada,  and 
Arizona. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Roseburg  or 
Grants  Pass,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  139333  (Sub-No.  1),  fil<Ki 
July  2,  1974.  Applicant:  ROBERT  J. 
PRITCHETT,  doing  business  as 
PRINCE  TRUCKING,  5865  Smithway 
Street,  City  of  Commerce,  Calif.  90040. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  J. 
Pritchett  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con- 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
office  furniture,  from  the  facilities  of 
All-Steel,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  City 
of  Commerce,  Calif.,  to  points  in  Los 
Angeles,  Orange,  San  Diego,  San 
Bemadino,  Riverside,  Santa  Barbara, 
Ventura,  and  Kem  Counties,  Calif.;  and 
(2)  Refused  or  damaged  merchandise. 
In  return  movements;  (1)  and  (2) 
above,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  All-Steel,  Inc. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Los 
Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC-139346  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  June 
23,  1974.  Applicant;  IVAN  LARRY  PER- 
LA,  doing  business  as  PERLA  ’TRANS¬ 
FER  &  LEASING  COMPANY,  710  N. 


Park  Avenue,  Dunn,  N.C.  28334.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Patrick  H,  Pope, 

100  K  Cumberland  Street,  Bank  of  North 
Carolina,  NA.  Bldg.,  Dunn,  N.C.  28334. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  rout«,  transporting:  (1)  Ladies 
garments  and  dresses,  on  hangers,  from 
points  in  Lenoir,  Cumberland,  and  Har¬ 
nett  Coimties,  N.C.,  to  points  in  Kane 
County,  m.;  and  (2)  negotiables,  piece- 
goods,  and  trim  items,  related  to  the  gar¬ 
ment  industry-  (except  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  from  points  in  Kane  County,  HI., 
to  points  In  Lenoir,  Chunberland,  and 
Harnett  Counties,  N.C.,  under  contract 
with  Perla  Products,  Inc.,  at  Dunn  and 
Wade,  N.C.,  and  Har-Scott  Company, 
Inc.,  at  Pink  Hill,  N.C. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Raleigh,  FayettevUle,  or  Wilmington,  N.C. 

No.  MC-139453  (Sub-No.  3)  (Amend¬ 
ment)  filed  May  28,  1974,  published  in 
Federal  Register  issue  of  August  1, 1974, 
and  republished  as  amended  this  issue. 
Applicant:  JOHN  MILLIGAN,  doing 
business  as  APACHE  TRUCK  LINE, 
Apache  Creek  Store,  Apache  Creek,  N. 
Mex.  87830.  Applicant’s  representative: 
James  E.  Snead,  P.O.  Box  2228,  215  Lin¬ 
coln  Avenue,  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.  78§01. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Lumber,  lumber 
products  and  lumber  by-products,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Catron  County,  N.  Mex., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Apache  and  Pinal  Counties,  Aiiz.,  and 
Safford  (Graham  County),  Ariz.,  imder 
a  continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
H.  L.  Bennett  Co. 

Note. — ^The  purpoee  of  this  republicatlon 
is  to  add  the  terminal  point  of  Bedford 
(Graham  County),  Ariz.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex. 

No.  MC-139460  (Sub-No.  12) ,  filed  July 
8,  1974.  Applicant;  FORT  EDWARD 
EXPRESS  CO.,  INC.,  Route  9,  Saratoga 
Road,  Port  Edward,  N.Y.  12828.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  J.  Fred  Relyea 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Petroleum  products,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Springfield, 
Mass.,  to  points  in  Hartford,  Litchfield, 
and  Tolland  Coimties,  Conn.;  and  to 
Windham  and  Windsor  Counties,  Vt.; 
and  Cheshire  and  Sullivan  Counties, 
N.H. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C., 
OT  New  YotR  City,  N.Y, 

No.  MC-139470  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  July 
8,  1974.  Applicant;  COWLITZ  STUD 
<X)MPANY,  a  Corporation,  Washington 
Building,  Suite  1410,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98101.  Applicant’s  representative;  Mi¬ 
chael  B.  Chntcher,  2000  IBM  Building, 
Seattle,  Wash.  98101.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Lumber,  between  points  in  Wash- 
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Ington  and  Oregon,  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  having  a  subsequent  movement  in 
foreign  commerce,  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  PACLASCX)  Export  Co., 
Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Seattle 
Wash. 

No.  MC-139539  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  July 
3,  1974.  Applicant:  AFRO-URBAN 

TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  1167  Atlantic 
Avenue,  Brookljm,  N.Y.  11216.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Charles  J.  Williams,  47 
Lincoln  Park,  Newark,  N.J.  07102.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fabricated  struc¬ 
tural  steel,  from  the  facilities  of  Bethle¬ 
hem  Steel  Corporation  at  Elizabeth,  N.J., 
and  Newark,  N.J.,  to  points  in  the  New 
York,  N.Y.,  Commercial  Zone,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC;-135713  (Sub-No.  1),  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  New  Ywh,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  139566  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
July  5,  1974.  Applicant:  FEDERAL 
ARMORED  EXPRESS,  INC,,  P.O.  Box 
333,  Baltimore,  Md.  21203.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Timothy  M.  Biddle,  1100 
Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Suite  1200, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Nuclear  material,  (1)  be¬ 
tween  Erwin,  Tenn.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other.  New  Haven,  Conn., 
Montville,  Conn.,  West  MiflBin,  Pa., 
Lynchburg,  Va.,  Schenectady,  N.Y.,  and 
Sargents,  Ohio;  and  (2)  between  Lynch¬ 
burg,  Va.,  and  Oak  Ridge,  Tenn.;  (1) 
and  (2)  above,  imder  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Edlow  Interna¬ 
tional  Co. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  Baltimore,  Md. 

No.  MC  139645  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  June 
28,  1974.  Applicant:  SERVICE  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  133  E.  Atlantic  Avenue, 
Lawnside,  N.J.  08045.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  W.  Gerson,  1400 
Candler  Building,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30303. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fiberglas  materials 
and  fiberglas  produets,  fibrous  glass, 
mineral  wool  products,  fibrous  glass 
textile  materials,  fibrous  glass  textile 
products,  plastic  materials  and  plastic 
products  (except  plastic  bottles),  from 
the  plantsite  of  Owens-Coming  Fiberglas 
Corporation  located  at  or  near  Selkirk, 
N.Y.  (Bethlehem,  N.Y.),  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia; 
and  rejected  and  damaged  shipments  of 
the  commodities  named  above,  on  return. 

Note. — Applicant  bolds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC-3094,  therefore  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  involved.  Conunon  control  may 


also  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  the  fq>plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  At¬ 
lanta,  Ca.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC-139729  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  June 
27,  1974.  Applicant:  DAKOTA-NORTH 
EASTERN  EXPRESS  CO.,  a  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Post  OflOce  Box  276,  Cloquet,  Minn. 
55720.  Applicant’s  representative:  Elmer 
B.  Trousdale,  W-1781,  First  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55101.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Sand,  gravel,  and 
crushed  rock,  in  bulk,  from  points  in 
Carlton  and  St.  Louis  Counties,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  North  Dakota,  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  83  from  the  International 
Boundary  Line  between  United  States 
and  c:;anada  to  the  South  Dakota  State 
Boundary  line. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  Fargo,  N. 
Dak.,  or  Duluth.  Minn. 

No.  MC-139872  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
June  25,  1974.  Applicant:  M.  X.,  INC., 
300  South  25th  Avenue,  Phoenix,  Ariz. 
85005.  Applicant’s  representative:  E. 
Stephen  Heisley,  666  Eleventh  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Electrical  and  electronic 
products,  and  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  used  or  useful  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture,  processing,  and/or  marketing  of 
electrical  and  electronic  products,  be¬ 
tween  Phoenix,  Scottsdale,  Tempe,  and 
Mesa,  Ariz.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Los  Angeles,  Orange, 
Riverside,  and  San  Bemardipo  Coimties, 
Calif.,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  moving  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Motorola,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Phoenix, 
Ariz. 

No.  MC-139923  (Sub-No.  2).  filed 
June  26,  1974,  Applicant  >  MILLER 
TRUCKING  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  D, 
Stroud,  Okla.  74079.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Rufus  H.  Lawson,  106  Bixler 
Building,  2400  Northwest  23d  Street, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73107.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat 
by-products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates.  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  except  hides, 
and  conunodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles.  from  the  plantsite  of  and  storage 
facilities  utilized  by  American  Beef 
Packers,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Cactus 
(Moore  County) ,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  California,  Connecticut.  Delaware, 
District  of  Columbia,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky.  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virginia,  and  West 


Virginia,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at,  and  destined  to  the  named  points. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.,  or  Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC  139972  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
July  12,  1974.  Applicant:  B.  L.  KLUTTS, 
doing  business  as  KLUTTS  CONSTRUC¬ 
TION,  1474  North  Yampa,  No.  55.  Craig, 
Colo.  81625.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  P.  Thompson,  450  (Capital  Life  Cen¬ 
ter,  Denver,  Colo.  80203.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Coal,  between  ixiints  in  Moffat 
County,  Colo.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  with  Empire  Energy  Corporation. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requMts  It  be  held  at  Denver, 
Colo. 

No.  MC  140018,  filed  June  28. 1974.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  KENNETH  M.  HYATT,  106 
South  Burg,  Kimball,  N^r.  69145.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Bradford  E. 
Kistler,  P.O.  Box  82028,  605  S.  14th 
Street,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Tractors  (except 
truck-tractors) ;  (2)  agricultural  imple¬ 
ments  and  machinery,  and  (3)  attach¬ 
ments  for,  and  equipment  designed  for 
use  with  the  articles  described  in  (1)  and 
(2)  above,  when  moving  in  mixed  loads 
with  the  articles  described  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above,  from  Waterloo,  Ottumwa,  and  Des 
Moines,  Iowa,  and  East  Moline,  Ill.,  to 
Sidney,  Ogallala,  North  Platte,  and  Kim¬ 
ball,  Nebr.;  Pine  Bluff,  Wyo.;  and  Jules- 
burg,  Colo.,  restricted  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  facilities  of  Deere  &  Co.,  at  the 
above  points  of  origin. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  ""is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo., 
or  Cheyenne,  Wyo. 

No.  MC-140019.  filed  July  3,  1974.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  W.  A.  EMRICK  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  R.D.  No,  1,  Box  116,  Linden.  Pa. 
17744.  Applicant’s  representative:  Chris¬ 
tian  V.  Graf,  407  North  Front  Street, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.  17101.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Scrap  metal,  from  points  in  Lycom¬ 
ing  Coimty,  Pa.,  to  points  in  New  York, 
and  New  Jersey. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Har¬ 
risburg,  Pa.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC-140020,  filed  July  1,  1974. 
Applicant:  LEONARD  JOPP,  Box  154, 
Stephen,  Minn.  56757.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Arthur  A.  Drenckhahn,  Box 
159,  Warren,  Minn.  56762.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  New  and  used  mobile  and 
trailer  homes  in  secondary  movements, 
(1)  from  points  in  Kittson,  Marshall, 
Roseau,  Polk,  Pennington,  and  Red  Lake 
Counties,  Minn.,  to  points  in  North  Da¬ 
kota,  on  and  north  of  North  Dakota 
Highway  200  and  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  85,  and  (2)  from  points  in 
North  Dakota  on  and  north  of  North 
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Dakota  Highway  200  and  on  or  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  85  to  points  In  Minne¬ 
sota.  under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Harold  Kemp.  Hallock.  Mlim. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Fargo.  N. 
Dak. 

No.  MC  140021.  filed  June  27.  1974. 
AppUcant:  BILL  JACKSON,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  JACKSON  WRECKER  SERV¬ 
ICE.  308  W.  Kilpatrick.  Cleburne.  Tex. 
76031.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mike 
Cotten.  P.O.  Box  1148.  Austin.  Tex.  78767. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Wrecked,  disabled,  and  repossessed  motor 
vehicles,  trailers,  and  buses  (except 
trailers  designed  to  be  drawn  by  pas¬ 
senger  vehicles),  and  (2)  replacement 
vehicles,  for  those  described  in  (1)  above, 
by  use  of  wrecker  equipment  only,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Texas,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Louisiana, 
Arkansas,  Oklahoma,  New  Mexico,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Kansas,  and  Nebraska. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  140028,  filed  June  26.  1974. 
AppUcant:  MOULDEN  &  SONS,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  18,  2001  Second  Street,  Enum- 
claw.  Wash.  98101.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  James  T.  Johnson,  1610  IBM 
BuUding,  Seattle,  Wash.  98101.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Coal  and  charcoal, 
from  Black  Diamond,  Wash.,  to  points 
in  Oregon,  and  (2)  expanded  shale, 
from  points  in  Multnomah  County,  Oreg., 
to  points  in  Washington. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Seat¬ 
tle,  Wash.,  or  Portland,  Oreg. 

No.  MC-140036,  filed  June  17,  1974. 
Applicant:  WINTERS  TRUCKING, 

INC.,  4  Chase  Avenue,  Avenel,  N.J.  07001. 
Applicant’s  representative:  George  A. 
Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue.  Jersey  City, 
N.J.  07306.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Com- 
modities  in  bulk,  between  Old  Bridge, 
N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  HawaU) ,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  C.P.S.  Chemi¬ 
cal  Company,  Old  Bridge,  N.J. 


Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  h^d  at  New  York, 
N.Y.,  (Mr  Washington,  D.C. 

Passenger  Applications 

No.  MC-135019  (Sub-No.  2).  filed 
July  3.  1974.  AppUcant:  PARK  TRAN¬ 
SIT,  INC.,  521  Camden  Street,  Parkers¬ 
burg,  W.  Va.  26101.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  S.  Harrison  Kahn,  Suite  733 
Investment  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Passen¬ 
gers  and  their  baggage,  in  special  and 
charter  operations,  beginning  and  ending 
at  points  in  Taylor,  Barbour,  Upshur, 
Harrison,  Randolph,  Doddridge,  Gilmer, 
Jackson,  Kanawha,  Payette,  and  Wet¬ 
zel  Counties,  W.  Va.,  and  points  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  Guernsey,  and  Athens  Counties, 
Ohio,  and  extending  to  points  in  the 
United  States  Including  Alaska  but  ex¬ 
cluding  HawaU. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Clarks¬ 
burg,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-139794  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
Jime  24,  1974.  AppUcant:  SOMERSET 
LIMOUSINE  SERVICE,  INC.,  488  North 
Bridge  Street,  Somerville,  N.J.  08876.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  B.  Pei>- 
per,  168  Woodbrldge  Avenue,  Highland 
Park,  N.J.  08904.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
special  operations,  in  non-scheduled 
door-to-door  service  of  not  more  than 
six  passengers  in  any  one  vehicle,  not 
including  driver,  between  points  in 
Hunterdon,  Mercer,  Middlesex,  Morris, 
and  Somerset  Coimties,  N.J.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  John  F.  Ken¬ 
nedy  International  Aliport  and  La 
Guardla  Airport,  located  at  or  near  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  Philadelphia  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  located  at  or  near  PhUa- 
delphia.  Pa. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Newark,  N.J., 
or  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-139915  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
July  8,  1974.  AppUcant:  REVEREND 
J.  B.  JOHNSON,  doing  business  as  HAR- 
VES’TER  FOR  CHRIST,  P.O.  Box  113, 
Lakestone  Rocui,  Century,  Fla.  32535. 
AppUcant’s  representative:  Robert  E. 
Tate,  P.O.  Box  517,  Evergreen,  Ala.  36401. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers,  be¬ 


tween  church  sites  in  Escambia  County, 
Fla.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
church  retreats  in  Buncombe  County, 
N.C.,  Hidalgo  County,  Tex.,  and  Santa 
Fe  County,  N.  Mex. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Mobile,  Ala., 
or  Pensacola,  Fla. 

No.  MC-139986,  filed  May  30, 1974.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  FRANK  C.  SCHEER,  (loing  busi¬ 
ness  as  ALLSTATES  COACH  SERVICE, 
4371  NW.  32  Court,  Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla. 
33313.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ber¬ 
nard  C.  Pestcoe,  511  Biscayne  Building, 
19  West  Flagler  Street,  Miami,  Fla.  33130. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  IrregiUar 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
baggage  and  personal  effects  of  passen¬ 
gers,  in  the  same  vehicle  with  passen¬ 
gers,  in  special  or  charter  operations  or 
both,  between  Miami,  Fla.,  Orlando, 
Tampa,  Fort  Lauderdale,  and  Jackson- 
vUle,  Fla.,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  Raleigh,  N.C., 
Washington,  D.C.,  Atlantic  City,  N.J., 
Newark,  N.J,,  New  York,  N.Y.,  Boston. 
Mass.,  Holbrook,  Maine,  New  Orleans, 
La.,  Dallas  and  Fort  Worth,  Texas, 
Phoenix,  Ariz,,  Los  Angeles,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  and  Oakland,  Calif.,  Seattle,  Wash., 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  Chicago,  HI.,  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  Minneapolis,  Minn,  and  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  passengers  having  a  prior  or  sub¬ 
sequent  movement  by  air,  sea,  or  rail. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Miami, 
Fla.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

Broker  Application 

No.  MC  130258,  filed  July  15.  1974. 
Applicant:  Vi  R.  CARPENTER  AND 
MARK  E.  CARPENTER,  doing  business 
as  CARPENTER  TOURS,  1810  Broad¬ 
way  Avenue,  Mattoon,  HI.  61938.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  VL  R.  Carpenter 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  engage  in  operations,  in  Inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  broker 
at  Mattoon,  HI.,  to  sell  or  offer  to  sell 
the  transportation  of  Passengers  and 
groups  of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
from  Mattoon,  HI.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waii)  . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Springfield, 
lU. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.74-18668  Filed  8-14-74:8:45  am] 
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